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try—an act that would surrender at once to the | 
arvitrary demand of Great Britain all that was || 
won in the Revolution, reduce us to the position || 
ofa second-rate Power, and make us the vassal | 
of Great Britain. I would go as far as any rea- 
sonable man would go for peace, but no further. 
] would not be unwilling to submit this subject to 
the arbitration of any of the great Powers of Eu- 
rope; but! would not submit to the arbitrary, the 
absolute demand of Great Britain, to surrender | 
these men, and humble our flag even to escape 
from a war with Great Britain. No man would 
make more honorable concessions than I would 
to preserve the peace; but sometimes peace is less 
honorable and more calamitous than war. The 
Administration which is now in power ought to 
know what the feeling of the country is. If my 
friend from Indiana (Mr. Lane] will permit me, 
I will repeat what he said to me this morning at 
the breakfast table. [Mr.Laneassented.] The 
honorable Senator said, the State of Indiana has 
now sixty thousand men in the field, and she 
would double that number in sixty days if a war || 
with Great Britain should be brought about. I | 
have seen many gentlemen, and I have seen none, 
nota man can be found, who is in favor of this 
surrender; for it would humiliate us in the eyes 
of the world, irritate our own people, and subject 
us to their indignant scorn. If we are to have | 
war with Great Britain, it will not be because we 

refuse to surrender Messrs. Mason and Slidell; 

that is a mere pretense. If war shall come it will 

be because Great Britain has determined to force 

war upon us. They would humiliate us first 

and fight us afterwards. If we are to be humil- 

lated, | prefer to take it after a war, and not be- 

fore. It is true, war would be a sacrifice to the 

people. I think I see its horrors, its disasters, its 

carnage, its blood, and its desolation; but, sir, let || 
war come; let your cities be battered down, your 
armies be scattered, your fields barren, to pre- 
serve untarnished the national honor; a regenera- 
ting spirit among your people will restore your 
armies, and rebuild your cities, and make fruitful | 
your fields. Francis the First of France, at the | 
battle of Pavia, his army overthrown and scat- | 
tered and himself a prisoner, exclaimed, ** All is |) 
!”? That honor preserved then was || 


lost but honor! 
the germ of the greatness and the glory of France 
to-day. I pray that this Administration will not 
surrender our national honor, I tell them that 
hundreds and thousands and hundreds of thou- | 
sands will rush to the battle-field, and bare their 
breasts to its perils rather than submit to degra- | 
dation. 
If this Adniinistration will not listen to the 
voice of the people, they will find themselves en- 
gulfed in a fire that will consume them like stub- | 
ble; they will be helpless before a’ power that | 
will hurl them from their places. If war comes 
we shall not, Mr. President, be entirely without 
consolation and encouragement. If war shall be 
forced upon us, as some gentlemen suppose, we 
shall be fighting in a great cause—the cause of 
constitutional liberty, whose baptism centuries 
ago was in the blood which flowed in England | 
from the scaffold, and which animates millions 
to-day on the face of the earth, even of English- 
men, whatever may be the policy of their Admin- 
istration. If this war is determined upon in Eng- 
land, it will be because it is out of the hands of 
statesmen and in those of pettifoggers, who are 
called the law officers of the Crown, who, it 
seems, can rush us into war. If we are, sir, to 
preserve peace, it must be with honor. But if we 
are to have war—I do not say that we shall—it 
will not be without its advantages. It will be a 
war that cannot be carried on without fighting; 
and if we only understand our true position, we | 
can proclaim to every man who speaks the Eng- | 
lish language on God’s footstool, the cause for | 
which we are fighting; and this appeal will reach | 
the hearts of millions of Englishmen, Irishmen, 
and Frenchmen. 
We have heard, Mr. President, some fears ex- 
oressed that Louis Napoleon is taking sides with 
ngland, and that we are to contend with the 
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combined energies of both France and England. 
1 do not believe it. I believe if Louis Napoleon 
harbors one single sentiment, if his action is guided 


| by one single principle, if he has one single feel- 


ing that is predominant over all others, it is to 
have a fair field to retrieve the disastrous issue of 
Waterloo. And besides, sir, all over this coun- 
try, throughout Canada, and in Ireland, there are 
hundreds and thousands and hundreds of thou- 
sands of true-hearted Irishmen who have long 
prayed for an opportunity to retaliate upon Eng- 


| land for the wrongs which for centuries that Gov- 
| ernment has inflicted upon their fatherland. If we 


know our own position and our own strength—I 
refer to the strength of principle—there will be 
nothing to be afraid of in thiscontest. If war must 
come, let it come; but I tell you, and I do not 
pretend to be a prophet, I think the slightest sa- 
gacity in public councils will sustain me in the 
position that if England enters upon this war, she 
will enter upon one of more than doubtful contin- 
gency. She will be at war with the spirit of the 
age, with the irresistible genius of liberty, and 
with the sympathies of her own best people; she 
will war with a cause that is dear to the hearts of 


patriots the world over; she will war witha cause |) 
| upon which we may invoke with confidence the 


blessings of the God of Liberty, who will not fail 
in His own good time and in His own way to 
vindicate His own cause. 

] again say, if this war must come, let it come; 
and let us thank God that He has made us the 
chosen instrument in His hand to vindicate His 


|own cause. I withdraw my motion. 


Mr. SUMNER. I renew the motion. The 
Senator has made his speech, and he has with- 
drawn his motion; he has accomplished his ob- 
ject. For myself, Mr. President, | would rather 


| meet this question, which is certainly a greatand 


important one, when it is presented In a practical 
form. The Senator from New Hampshire has 
treated it ona hypothesis; he has said that Great 
Britain has made an arrogant demand, and he is 
against it. How does he know that? Who in 


this Senate knows that?) Who in this country | 
| knows it? I do not believe it. He has said, how- 


ever, that he is willing to consent to an arbitra- 
tion. How does he know that this Administration 
is not also willing to submit to an arbitration ? 
Who here can speak for the Administration on 


that point? 1 submit to the Senator that he has || 
| spoken too swiftly on both these points. There 
|| is no evidence that can lead him to believe that 
| any arrogant demand has been made; there is no 
| evidence that can lead him to distrust the fidelity 


of the Administration on this question. I have 


| myself a firm conviction that this question will be 


peaceably and honorably adjusted. 1 do not be- 
lieve that it is a question to be settled by war; and 
I hail with gratitude the suggestion of the honor- 


| able Senator, that, in making his speech, which 
| may, ina certain sense, be called a war speech, 


he has expressed a willingness to submit the ques- 
tion to arbitration. Let me not be understood as 
intimating that that mode is under consideration. 


tion. I content myself with repeating what I 


will be better for us to reserve ourselves for the 
question when it shall be presented in a practical 
form, and not to speak on hypotheses which the 
facts may afterwards show to have been false. 


|] withdraw the motion. 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 
Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous consent 


| obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 133) to 
repeal an act approved September 18, 1850, enti- | 


tled ** An act to amend an act and supplementary 
to theactentitled ‘ Anact respecting fugitives from 


justice and persons escaping from the service of 


> 


their masters,’’’ approved February 12, 1793; 


which was read a first and second time, and re- | 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, | would like to 
submit two or three remarks touching the purpose 


| with which I have introduced this bill, and the 
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| . . 
motives which have prompted me to do so at this 


| time. In the first place, I desire to say that I do 
not take this course with any design or desire to 
reopen a discussion upon the merits of the aet of 
1850, which this bill proposes to repeal. That act 
has had its day. Asa party act it has done its 
work. It has probably done as much mischief as 
/any other one act that was ever passed by the 
nauonal Legislature. | am not sure but it has 
| done as much mischief as all the acts ever passed 
| by the national Legislature since the adoption of 
the Federal Constitution. On the other hand, I 
think Lam authorized to say it has never done a 
| particle of good from the day it was approved to 
this moment. It has embittered against each other 
two great sections of country; it has embittered 
the feelings of two great political parties. 1 be- 
lieve the author of that act is now in prison; not, 
itis true, as a punishment for the production of 
that act; but my own opinion is that he has com- 
| mitted in his lite no crime greater or graver than 
i that. However,! said that I] did not mean to re- 
| new a discussion upon that act; yet | do want to 
say that among all the statutes | ever read in my 
life, L think L never read one to be compared in 
enormity with this act. This is my deliberate 
judgment. I may be mistaken about it; but! think 
not. Asan actdesigned to regulate judicial pro- 
ceedings, it is the worst devised and contrived act 
1 ever read in my life. Ll wish to show to the 
Senate what, in my judgment, it is perfectly easy 
| to do under the provisions of that law. Ido not 
| now condemn the act because itaffords great facil- 
ities for the recovery of those negroes who are 
held as slaves in one portion of the United States, 


| and who may have escaped from service due in 


those States under their laws. That is not the 
| ground on which I now complain of it; but in the 
great anxiety which its framers had to afford fa- 
cilities for the recovery of fugitives they have 
put upon the statute-book an act under the pro- 
visions of which it is very easy indeed for me or 
| any man to obtain a certificate requiring the re- 
moval of your next door neighbor, be he white 
or black, bond or free, from the town of Hamp- 
den, in Maine, to any part of the State of Texas, 
and it makes it your duty to assist in removing 
him, and the duty of Mr. Secretary Chase, now 
, at the head of the Treasury Department, to pay 
| the bill. It isa perfectly exsy thing to do that, 
sir. Allow metosay that] do not intend to charge 
|} that it was the design of those who passed that 
law to furnish such facilities for that which | have 
just designated; but it is a dangerous act to leave 
on the statute-book. It is an act that cannot be 
left on the statute-book without disgracing it, and 
the country which passed it. I shall not detain 
| the Senate to point out how these things may be 
done until somebody controverts the position, 
if what I say of it is admitted to be true, no Sen- 
ator will object to the repeal of the act. 

There is another feature of this act which it 
seems to me calls not upon me especially, but 
upon every national representaltive—every man 
who represents the United States, and nota sin- 
gle section of it merely—to consent to and insist 
upon the immediate repeal of that act, and it is 
this: that act almost in terms declares that the 
| people of the non-slaveholding States are not to 
| be intrusted, cannot be intrusted, with the pre- 
rogative of trying and determining whether an 
indtedieal owes service to somebody in the State 
of Georgia or not; that that is an.issue which can- 
not with safety to the rights of the claimant be 
intrusted to the northern people to determine. 
Now, the act is wrong in that assumption, which 
it expresses in almostso many words. ‘Thatas- 
sumption isuntrue. It isunjust;and no represent- 
ative of that section of country against which it ts 
| alleged should submit quietly to such an unjust 
|| aspersion. When you tell me, sir, that the peopie 
whom | represent here are not as competent to 
try an issue as the people of any other section of 
| country, L am bound to contradict it, and I do; 

and I tell you further, that the assumption itself 
|| is so degrading that if it were predicated of any 
i} one school district in the United States there is 
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not a man on this floor, I do not think there is a 
boy here, who would not put himself atthe head 


of that schoo! district and fight the Union on that | 


position. This allegation has been upon the stat- 
ute-book long enougis. 

Another reason why that act should be repealed, 
which has not heretofore existed—a reason which 
more than any other has induced me to bring in 
this bill at this time, and induces me to hope that 
this repealing act will be aliowed to pass unani- 
mously—is this: those who framed the act of 1850, 
those who advocated it most warmly and strenu- 
ously, never intended but that the question of free- 
dom and slavery, whether the individual claimed 
owed service, ourht to be fully and fairly tried 
somewhere. Everybody said that. Butthe y said it 
is not safe to submit that question to the determ- 
Imation of the people ina free State. Let this cer- 
tficute be obtained on an ex parte hearing; on that 
let the individual claimed be removed, and when 
he is removed to the Staie in which the claimant 
resides, either the State of Florida, or Georgia, or 
Texas, he cain have atrial; there, if hg challenges 
a right to freedom, he can impanel a jury easier, 
and be tried better, than he can in the free State 
from which he may be taken. 

But, sir, that does not now hold, beggarly as it 
is; for in every one of the States that own this 
species of property, with the exception of Dela- 
ware, Maryland,and Kentucky, there is no judic- 
ature to which our citizens would be willing to 
submit any right of person or property; and ts it 
proper—tiis is the question [ submit to the Sen- 
ate—that a law should longer be left on the stat- 
ute-book which authorizes a citizen of Texas to 
come here, or to send his agent or attorney here, 
and take from our midst, from our very presence, 
worthy people of these United States, a man ora 
thing, anything which he claims as his property, 
and remove it down to the State of Texas, or any 
other State now in a state of revolution, that his 
right to the property may be determined by the 
courts there? Will you leave on the statute-book 
such authority as that? If not, let this act be 
repealed; and then the rights of the owners of 
this kind of property, in those States which are 
loyal to the United States, will be still under the 
protection of the law of 1793. For these reasons, 
| have asked the Senate to look upon this, notas 
a party question, but as a measure that is due to 
the character and the honor of the whole country, 
and of every party in the country. These are 
some of the reasons that have impelled me to 
bring in this bill, 

On motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate then 
adjourned 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspay, December 26, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


The Journal] of Monday last was read and 


approved, 
APPOINTMENTS ON COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER announced that Mr. Suret had 


been appointed a member of the select committee 
on the Pacific railroad, in place of Mr. Thayer, 
declared not entitled to a seat as a member of this 
House. 

The SPEAKER also announced that Mr. 
Kwapp had been appointed a member of the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, in place of 
Mr. Caruite, resigned. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, submit- 
ting estimates for expenses of building corner of 
F and Fifteenth streets, in the city of Washing- 
ton, occupied for Surgeon General ’s and Paymas- 
ter General’s offices; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NANCY RICE. 

Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of Nancy Rice, widow 
of Moses Rice, a soldier of the Revolution; which 
was read a first and second time, andgeferred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr.STEVENS., There isevidently no quorum 
present, and unless my friend from Minnesota 
{Mr. Avpricr} shall consider it a hardship in 
cutting him off from the liberty of finishing his 
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speech, [laughter,] I will move that the House |, 
| 


adjourn. I make that motion. 


The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (athalf || 


past twelve o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned 
until Monday next, at twelve o’clock, meridian. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 39, 1861. 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. SunpeRLanp. 


O Thou, just Ruler of the world, in this hour 
of our trial, when domestic treason stabs at the 
nation’s heart, and foreign arrogance is embold- 
ened to defeat the public justice of the world, we 
ask lhe Ip of Thee for our rulers and our people, 
that we may patiently, resolutely, and with one 
heart abide our time; for it is indeed aday of dark- 


ness and reproach—a day when the high princi- | 


ple of human equity, constrained by the remorse- 


less sweep of physical and armed force, must for | 
the moment succum) under the plastic forms of | 
Yet, in the face of this, will we | 
not be shaken in our conviction that Thou art | 
ever with him who, in the interest of human lib- 


soft diplomacy. 


erty and the Christian faith, by all the means in 
his power works righteousness and defends the 


| truth; and that in such a cause Thou wiltapprove | 


and seal the 
* Patient search and vigil long 
Of him who treasures up a wrong.’’ 

O God, give to this our nation honesty, unity, 
and courage; bring this unnatural rebellion to a 
speedy end; and then prepare us to assert upona 
broader scale, and with a vaster force, the inalien- 


able rights and responsibilities of man; through | 


Jesus Christ. Amen. 


The Journal of Thursday last was read and 

approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of War, de- 
clining to furnish the correspondence between 
Licutenant General Scott and Major General Pat- 
terson, called for by the resolution of the Senate 


| of the 17th instant, upon the ground that it would 
not be compatible with the public interest at this | 
time to do so. 


On motion of Mr. GRIMES, the communica- 
tion was referred to the joint committee in regard 


to the conduct of the war. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Abel 
S. Rice and others, citizens of Steuben county, 
New York, praying for the passage of a law im- 


| mediately abolishing slavery in all the seceded 


States; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


He also presented the petition of J. P. Wick- | 


ersham and others, citizens of Lancaster county, 


Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment ofa law, | 
|| under the war power, for the total abolition of 
slavery throughout the country; which was re- | 
| ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| He also presented three petitions of citizens of | 
Massachusetts, residing respectively in the towns | 


of Cambridge, Westport, and Trentham, in favor 
of the immediate emancipation of slaves under the 
war power. 

Mr. GRIMES presented a memorial of citizens 


of Audubon county, lowa, in favor of the estab- | 


lishment of a national armory at Rock Island, 
Illinois; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented various petitions of citizens 


uf lowa, praying for the establishment of the fol- |! 


lowing post routes in that State: from Dalma- 
nutha, Guthrie county, to Carrollton, Carroll 
county; from Clayton to McGregor; from, Coun- 
cil Bluffs to Denison,via Crescent City, Fair View, 


| Harris Grove, Jeddo, Olmstead, and Mantino; 


from Corydon to Oceola; from Clarinda to Hol- 
lyville, via Gravity, Lexington, and Marshall; 
from Glenwood to Nebraska City; from Cedar 
Falls, by Jefferson City, Frederica, Heury Mills, 
and Williamstown, to New Hampton; from Wa- 
verly to Shell Rock; and from Hook’s Point via 
Saratoga to Webster City; which were referred to 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. WADE presented the petition of Erastus 
Hutchins, of Morgan county. Ohio, praying that 
his penston may be increased, and that it may 


commence from the presentation of his petition in || 


1857, instead of from the passage of the act for 














December 30 


his relief in 1860; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER presented the petition of G. A. 
Gaylord and others, of Torrington, Connecticut, 
for the abolition of slavery throughout the coun- 


. 











|| try, under the war power; which was referred to 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NESMITH presented the memorial of 
Thomas Goodwin and others, citizens of Astoria, 
Oregon, protesting against the removal of the cus- 
tom-house from that place; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARLAN presented the petition of Wil- 
liam H. Dungau and one hundred and fifty others, 


| ciluzens of Crawfordsville, Washington county, 


lowa, praying for the passage of a law calling on 
all the inhabitants of the United States of all con- 
ditions, bond and free, to aid in the support of the 
Government, assured of its protection under the 
flag of our national Union and .freedom; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented the petition of A. 8. Rose- 
crans and others, citizens of lowa, praying for 
the establishment of a national armory at Rock 


|| Island, Illinois; which was ordered to lie on the 
| table. 


CAPTAIN THOMAS JORDAN. 


Mr. NESMITH submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered, by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is herehy, 
requested to communicate to the Senate a copy of the 
charges existing against Captain Thomas Jordan, quarter- 
master’s departinent of the United States Army, at the time 
of his resignation; also the amount, if any, due from the 
said Jordan to the United States Government at the time of 
his resignation; also the amount of the said Captain Jor- 


| dan’s bonds to the United States as assistant quartennas- 


ter, together with the names and residences of his bunds- 
men, and the reasons for accepting said resignation. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 134) declaring certain persons to be alien 
enemies, forfeiting their property to the United 
States, and creating a lien on said property in 
favor of loyal persons to indemnify them for such 
damages as they may have sustained by the ex- 


| isting war of rebellion; which was read twice by 


its title, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. GRIMES. Ihave been requested by some 


of the citizens of the District of Columbia to intro- 
| duce a bill which I have never read. 


I ask leave to 
introduce it, merely for the purpose of reference. 

3y unanimous, consent leave was granted to 
introduce the bill (S. No. 135) to quiet tiles in the 
District of Columbia; and it was read by its title, 


| and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SUMNER. [If there is no business before 
the Senate, 1 will move an adjournment, I under- 
stand that an order has already passed the Senate 
that when we adjourn to-day it be to Thursday 
next. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the order 
of the Senate. 

Mr.SUMNER. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 39, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
TRANSPORTATION OF TROOPS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


| munication from the Secretary of War, in answer 


to the resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the 19th of December, calling for information 
in reference to the transportation of troops, &c.; 


| which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 


printed, i 
LOYALTY OF EMPLOYES. 
Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 


Resolred, That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he 
is hereby, requested to furnish, without any unnecessary 
delay, to the committee of investigation on the disloyalty of 
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persons in the employment of the Government, the inform- 
ation asked for by letter of December 3, 1861, addressed by 
the chairman of said committee to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. POTTER. Nar 
which | desire to offer, calling for mformation 
from the Secretary of the Interior. Before doing 
so, however, with the consent of the [louse | will 

, ' ; - 
3d day of December, | was in- 








state that, on the 


structed by the committee of investigauon to call | 


upon the heads of the Executive Departments of 
the Governmentfor certain information—informa- 
tion which it is necessary to have in the posses- 


I have a similar resolution, | 


sion of the committee before they will be able to | 
»repare their report and present it to the [louse. | 


‘he committee received prompt replies from the 


heads of all the Departments except the Treasury | 


and Interior, but nothing from them; and on the 
24th of December, L addressed notes to the Secre- 


tarieg of the Treasury and Interior, calling atten- | 


tion to my letter as chairman of the committee of 
the 3d instant. *Nothing has been heard from 
these Deparunents in reply to either of the letters 
addressed to them by the committee, and we are 
compelled, therefore, to come to the House in 
order to obtain this information, 


lL now ask the | 


consent of the [louse to offer the following reso- | 


lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, requested to furnish, without any unnecessary de- 
lay, to the comunittec of investigation of this House ou the 
disloyalty of persons in the employment ofthe Government, 


the information asked for by letter of December 3, 1861, | 


addressed by the chairman of said comnnittee to the Secre 
tary of the Juterior. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I rise for the purpose of 
making an inquiry, if permitted to do so, before 
that resolution is adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be per- 
mitted to make an inquiry, ifnoobjection be made. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE — 1 would like the honor- 


able gentleman from Wisconsin to furnish the 


House with a copy of the letter which contains | 
the facts or information which he desires to ob- | 


tain, so that we may know what it is we are call- 
ing for, 
Mr. POTTER. The inquiry is a very proper 


one. It is, of course, proper that the House 


should be in possession of the letter on which the | 


resolution is based. I will send it to the Clerk’s 
desk and have it read. 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


WasuinGton City, December 3, 1861. 
8rr: I had the honor to reevive trom you acommunica- 


tion, bearing date the 18th of July, in which you furnish | 


the cominittee authorized to inquire into the loyalty of per 
sous in office with a list of those holding positions uuder 
you. [ have now to request a further statement of the re 


movals which have been made, designating the individuals, | 


since your communication of the above date. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
JOUN F. POTTER, 
Chairman of Committee: 


The Hon. SEcReTaRy OF THE 


Mr. POTTER. Iwill now have read the sub- 
sequent letter, to which | have referred. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wasutinoton City, December 24, 1861. 
Srr: On the 3d day of the present month, t had the honor 





to address you a communication on behalf of the comm't- | 


tec of investigation of the House of Representatives, a~k- 


ing for certain information in relation to the removal of | 


clerks in your Departinent. 
I have received uo reply to that communication. As it 
is importaut that the information asked tor should be iin 
arted tothe committee before their report is made to the 


louse. [ will thank you to furnish it with as litte delay as 
possible. 
Respectfully, JOHN F. POTTER, 

Chairman of Committee. 

Hon. SecReTaRY ofr ——. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. I do not feel called upon 
to furnish any defense or excuse for the heads of 
Departments named. I do not understand, how- 


ever, how far this House is called upon to agsume | 


the exercise of all the powers, civil, military, ju- 
dicial, and executive, of thisGovernment. “This 


is a resolution, according to my understanding of | 


it, to inquire why, wherefore, and for what rea- 
son these heads of Departments have not dismissed 
certain clerks, 

Mr. POTTER. If the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will permit me, I will state to him the cir- 


make the adoption of this resolution proper and 
necessary. 

Soon after the committee was appointed by the 
House, they directed me as their chairman to ad- 


|| committee to make out any intelligent report to | 








| nite report of the 


asking them to furnish us with a list of clerks and 
other persons employed under them respectively. 
That list was furnished. 
first read addressed to the same heads of Depuart- 
ments called upon them to furnish a list of such 
persons embraced in the first list as had been re- 
moved. In other words, to designate the persons 
who had been removed by them by name. 

It was necessary that we should have this in- 
formation, in order to ascertain the fact as to 
whether the heads of Departments had removed 
those clerks who had been reported to them as 


disloyal, or who had beeu regarded as disloyal by | 
@ , » - « | 


the committee, from the evidence taken before 
them. Now, the gentleman from Kentucky will 


The letter which was | 


see, and the louse will see, that it is utterly ime | 
possible for the committee to make out any defi- 


results of their labors unless 
they are furnished with this information, 
peat, sir, the information asked for is simply 


I re- | 


whether the heads of the Departments have re- | 


moved thoseclerks against whose loyalty evidence 
had been received by the committee, and reported 


to the respective Departments. If there were any | 
| number of these clerks who had not been removed, 


it was believed the heads ofthe Departments would 
be willing to state the reasons why they had not 


| been removed—such as that after further investi- 





gation they had become satisfied with the loyalty 
of these men, or something of that kind. 


The gentleman from Kentucky will thus see | 


that it was impossible and is impossible for the 


the House without this information. 
Mr. OLIN. I desire to ask a single question. 
The SPEAKER. The geuteman from Ken- 
tucky is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. OLIN. Then, with theconsent of the gen- 


tleman from Kentucky, t desire to ask a question | 


of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. WICKLIFFE. I yield to the gentleman, 
Mr. OLIN. 1 wish to propound this interroga- 
tory. 
proceedings of this committee; but if proper, | 
wish to learn froin the gentleman from Wisconsin 


Perhaps it is Improper to inquire into the | 


whether, in these cases where testimony has been | 


taken before his committee implicating any one 
in the employment of any of the various Depart- 
ments of the Government, the gentlemen thus 


| apparently implicated have been notified of the 
| charges or representations or insinuations made 


in reference to them, and have had an opportunity 
to adduce such testimony as they saw fitin answer 
to or in explanation of the charge? L have learned 
incidentally that such is not the fact. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. 


I dislike to interrupt the | 


gentleman from New York; but I desire to have | 
the benefit of his interrogatory, and Iam really | 


unable to hear anything he has said. 

Mr. OLIN. | was propounding the inquiry 
to my fricud from Wisconsin whether, in those 
cases where testimony had been taken implicat- 
ing certain employés of the Government in the 
charge of disloyalty, such testimony has been 
communicated to the persons so implicated, and 


Whether they have had an opportunity of adduc- 
ing such testimony as they saw fit in explana- | 


tion of the charge? I said, also, that I had un- 
derstood that such was not the fact; and | was 
about to remark—not to detain the House but a 
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Mr. WICKLIFFE, It was not for the pur- 
pose of getting up a debate upon this subject rel- 
ative to the fidelity or loyalty or disleyalty of 
Government clerks that L rose. If we have heads 
of any of the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment who are not competent to judge of the 
fidelity or qualifications of their subordinate clerks 
in the various offices, l think we had better cam- 
mence higher, and institute proceedings for the 
removal of the heads instead of the subordinates 


| in office. 


Sir, the House of Representatives and the Con- 
gress of the United Stats scems, in my humble 
opinion, to be disposed to usurp too much of power 


| when we come to look to the grants conterred 


upon the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment by the Constitution. Our powers are legis- 
lative, notexecutive nor judicial; and | was struck 


| with some degree of astonishment the other day, 


when I saw pass silently through this body a 
resolution authorizing the appointment of a joint 
committee to superintend the war that is now 
being waged in this country, That was the object 
of the resolution, if | understood its purport. 
Mr, Speaker, we have an Exccutive; he has 
his Cabinet, his war officers, and his Army, but 
not content to intrust to them the management of 
the duties confided to them by the Constitution 
and laws, we have constituted a joint commiitee 
of the two Houses to see that they do their duties 
and report, to whom? Suppose they do not do 
their daty, what will this committee do? They 
have no power to remove them, They may slan- 


| der them in the papers. 


Well, sir, we have laws authorizing the heads 
of Departments to appointa certain number of 
clerks, and assigning them their duties. These 
clerks have a hard time. | have had some expe- 


| rience in times past in this matter of changing and 


moment—that | have had some experience in ref: || 


erence to the investigation of charges of corrup- 
tion and malf-asance in office, and my conviction 
is that unless such acourse be taken, the grossest 
injustice would be committed toward the persons 
thus implicated. So far as my action has been 
concerned in these matters on any occasion where 


charges, serious in their character, were made | 
against any individual whose character was worth | 


| a moment's inquiry, those charges were commu- 


nieated to the individual, and he was afforded an | 


opportunity to give such excuses or explanations 
as were in his power. And whatever the neces- 
sity may be in this instance, | should regret ex- 
tremely to see the course adopted by this House 
of instituting acommittee holding secret sessions 


1] to listen to accusations against any and every- 


Ils l| body, the persous so accust d having no oppor- 
cumstances which, in the opinion ofthe committee, || 


tunity to appear before the committee, or to ad- 
duce evidence in their own defense. 1 should be 


exceedingly reluctant to censure or procure the | 


dismissal of any person in the employment of the 


| Government upon such an accusation. 


| out the opportunity of a 


removing clerks. It was the hardest part of my 
duty to resist the importunities of men high in 
office to turn out one poor dependent ercature, 
whose family was depending upon his salary for 
their daily bread, and put in another who was 
able to fight his way through society and obtain 
his support without the assistance of office. 

Do not understand me as intending or advoca- 
ting for a single moment the idea of keeping adis- 
loyal man in any office under the Government. I 
wouldturnall such men outof office if I knew that 
they were disloyal; but I would leave the heads 
of the Departments to perform that ministerial, 
and, as 1 would consider, offensive duty. We 
have organized a committee of this House, com- 
posed of high and honorable men, to go about the 
highways and byways, into the shops and closets, 
and inquire of John Doe and Richard Ree, Have 
you heard that such a man is not exactly as he 
ought to be to hold office?”? Well, sir, you have 
mide courts of these heads of D partments. As 
[I understand, some of them have complied and 
turned out clerks when called upon, but as I un- 
derstand from the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Ourw,] and not only from him but from 
others, in no single instance has a clerk been no- 
tified of the nature or description of the imputa- 
tions against him. 

I think I saw a resolution here a few days ago 
which some member sought to offer, proposing 
that these poor dependent clerks should have an 
opportunity of being heard before this investiga- 
ting committee; but it was voted down, and so 
they stand accused and arene as disloyal, with- 

rearing. 

And now we are asited to call the Secretary of 
the Treasury and Secretary of the Interior to ac- 
count because they have not executed the man- 
dates of this committee. Sir, | do not approve 
of this exercise of power which does not Iegiti- 
mately reside in this House. The Secretary of 

| the Treasury has the power of appointing clerks, 
and the power of removal, and if be has not got 
sense enough to exercise that power with discre- 
tion, [ say let him be removed and somebody ap- 
pointed who has. Letus notdivert the great and 
legitimate powers of this House into an inquisition 
to find out something against the character of these 
pvor depeudentclerks. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that the 
resolution is not yet before the House. No de- 
bate could be indulged upon it except by unani- 
mous consent. 


| Mr. WICKLIFFE. I thought the question 
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was upon the adoption of the resolution, or I 
would not have said a word, 

Mr.MALLORY. Dol understand thatasingle 
objection will defeat the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. A single objection will pre- 
vent its reception, 

Mr. MALLORY. 

Mr. POUTER. 
say a word in reply to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 7 

Mr. MALLORY. I have no objection to that. 
I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin will proceed if no objection be made. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. POTTER. 
necessary, after what has just transpired, that I 
should make a few remarks in re ply to the gen- 
tleman from Kentacky; and also in answer to the 
inquiry of the gentleman from New York. 

‘The remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky 
might have been proper and pertinent were the 
question now before the House as to the appoint- 
ment of this committee. But the committee has 
already been appointed by the House. It was 
appointed at the July session of Congress. The 
committee has been at work during the period 
which has intervened; and in reply to the inquiry 
of the gentleman from New York as to whether 
we have permitted to come or have called before 
us clerks charged with being disloyal, | frankly 
say to him that we have not. The reason why 
the committee adopted the resolution to send the 
charges which had been made before them, with 
the evidence, as to the disloyalty of certain clerks 
to the heads of Departments, was for the purpose 
of enabling the clerks so charged to have the op- 
portunity of going before their respective heads 


I object, then. 


of Departments, who have the whole control of 


the matter, and vindicate themselves against the 
charges, if it was in their power to doso. The 


committee has no power and has claimed the ex- 


ercise of no power of dismissal. They have 
merely sent the evidence taken by them to the 
Departments, where the character of the clerks 
could be properly further investigated, and where 
the clerks could be heard in their own defense. 
Gentlemen will see that it is utterly impossible, 


in an investigation of this kind, making the in- | 


guiry as extensive as we were charged by the 
House to make it, covering as much ground as 
we were instructed to cover in our investigations, 
to permit clerks who were charged with disloy- 
alty to come before us. The committee no 
court to decide any matter; it is merely a com- 
mittee of inquiry. The object of the House in 
organizing the committee was to inquire into the 
number and names of disloyal persons who were 


is 


retained in the employ of the Government. Itdid | 


not refer merely to clerks, but to all persons in 
the employ of the Government in all its Depart- 
ments. And when the gentleman from Kentucky 
attempts to excite the sympathy of the House and 
the country in behalf of these persons, [ tell him 
that there are to-day, in the various Executive 
Departments of the Government, notwithstanding 
the desire upon the part of the heads of the De- 
partments to free themselves from such persons, 
not less than five hundred clerks still retained who 
are disloyal to thisGovernment. There are men, 
hundreds, sull in the employ of the Executive De- 
partments who, since the commencement of this 
rebellion, have never been heard to express one 
word of sympathy for the Government in its hour 
of peril and in its efforts to overcome the insur- 
rection. There is no gentleman on this commit- 
tee who has taken part in this investigation who 
is not fully impressed with the fact that a very 
large number of disloyal men are still in the em- 
ploy of the Government. 

The gentleman from Kentucky says the heads 
of Departments are capable of judging of the char- 
acter of these clerks. I tell you, Mr. Speaker, I 
tell this House, I tell the country, that the heads 
of Departments have not all done their duty in 
this respect. If they had there would not be such 
a state of things as exists at this moment. I do 
not charge upon them any willfulneglect of duty, 
and [do not wish to be understood as making 
such a charge. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE, Willthe gentleman allow 
me foramoment? Did I understand him as charg- 
ing that these heads of Departments had not done 
their duty in this matter? 


I trust I shall be allowed to 


I think it is important and | 





Mr. POTTER. 
Mr. WICKLIFFE. I have no answer to make. 


I leave that charge to be answered by others. 


I did so charge. 


Mr. POTTER. I did so charge; but I also 
sail that I did not charge, and did not wish to be 


understood as charging, any head of a Depart- | 


I do | 


ment with being willfully derelict of duty. 


| 


not know how that may be;*but I do say they 


have not performed their duty. 


I do not attrib- | 


ute to them anv motive in relation to the matter. | 


It is possible that in the pressure of other duties, 
they have been unable to give due attention to 
this; that they have been unable to make the 
necessary inquiry into the loyalty of their em- 
ployés. I will say, however, what has been 
frequently said to me by some of the heads of 


| Departments, that this committee, by this inves- 


tigation, and by thus furnishing them the evi- 
dence taken before them, had afforded a channel 
of information which they otherwise could not 
have had. 

3ut, sir, it would have been impossible for us 
to have discharged the duty imposed upon us by 
the House if we had in the outset adopted a reso- 
lution calling before us every clerk and other 
person in the employ of the Government charged 
with disloyalty. The committee would, by such 
a course of action, have resolved themselves into 


a court for the trial of these persons on the charge | 


of disloyalty. Every member of the House will 
see thatif we had entered upon such a proceeding 
we should never have been able to make a report to 
this House during this Congress. But I will state 
that in numerous instances these persons having 
heard thatthey were charged with disloyalty, came 
before the committee and called God to witness 
that they were loyal men. In many instances they 


j yi A 
produced letters from Senators and members of 


this House testifying that they were loyal; and yet 


these very men, find og they could avail nothing || 


before the committee, and could not retain their 
places in the Departments in which they were em- 
ployed, have left the city and the District and are 
now to be found in the ranks of the enemy fighting 
against this Government. There are numerous 
instances of this kind. 





Where evidence has come before the committee | 


of reliable men—of men of high character and good 
standing in the community—that persons em- 
ployed by the Government are disloyal, we have 
notconsidered it necessary or proper to call before 
us the persons against whom the evidence was 
given. Ifaman who is at heart disloyal will vol- 
untarily retain his position under the Government, 
is there a loyal man inthis House or this country 
who would believe him under oath? He 1s al- 
ready a perjured man. He has already violated 
the oath he took to support the Government and 
the Constitution of the United States, and is no 
longer fit to be trusted. 

The gentleman from New York asks why these 
poor, persecuted men were not permitted to ap- 
pear before us in their own defense. Because 
such men who are properly charged with disloy- 
alty have no right to ask to come before the com- 
mittee; they have no right to ask to be retained in 
any position under this Government. 1 say that 
in these times no man should be retained in the 





employ of the Government against whom there is | 


a reasonable suspicion as to his loyalty. I say 
that in times like these no head of Department 
has the right to require from a committee of in- 
vestigation, or from any other source, evidence 


against an employé under him strong enough to || 


| hang him for treason before he will dismiss him. 


Yet that seems to be the position taken by the 
heads of some of the Departments. 

I contend that a differentrule should have been 
adopted, and should now be established. Noman 
should be permitted by any head of a Department 
to retain a position in the employ of the Govern- 


_ment fora day who was not known, beyond all 


dispute, to be a loyal man. That is the view 
which the committee has unanimously taken of 
this question. There are hundreds of cases now 
in the Departments which we have been unable to 
reach; cases of individuals who never express 
their opinions in relation to this rebellion; men 
who have never been heard to utter a sentiment 
expressive of sympathy with the Government in 


its imperiled condition since this rebellion was 
| inaugurated, while they receive their daily bread 


from the national Treasury. It is for such men 


that the gentleman from Kentucky asks the sym- 





| 


| and read a 


pathy of the House. I do not understand the 
feeling that prompts a desire of this kind. 

I repeat, that the inquiry which this resolution 
proposes is necessary, in order that the commit- 
tee may obtain information which the House has 
directed them to obtain. We canvot make our 
report to the House unless the heads of Depart- 
ments are willing to furnish us with the names of 
the persons who are still in the employ of the 
Government, against whom evidence has been 
furnished by the committee. 

Mr. MALLORY. I object to the reception of 
the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. It cannot, then, be received. 
PORTS OF ENTRY. 


Mr. STEVENS. I should be glad to introduce 
a bill of which I gave notice some time ago, with 
a view of having it placed upon file and pripted. 
I wiil afterwards move that its consideration be 
postponed until some future day. The bill is to 
repeal certain acts creating ports of entry. 

There being no objection, the bill was received 
rst and second time. 
Mr. STEVENS. Asthe House is rather thin 


| to-day, I propose to make some observations upon 


this subject. I think a bill providing for the re- 


| peal of all laws creating ports of entry in the re- 


| last Congress. 


bellious States ought to have been passed at the 
I reported such a bill; but there 
were too many peace conventions and border 


| State conferences, and too much amiable timidity 
| in this House to allow it to pass—itwmight offend 


| the rebels. 


I again reported it at the extra ses- 


| sion; it was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, and smothered. I now intend to ask a 
vote of the House on it. The Government has 
suffered serious disadvantage for the want of it. 
They have been compelled to put themselves in 
a false position by attempting to close the ports, 
and calling it a blockade. Nations do not, cor- 
rectly speaking, blockade their own ports. That 
term applies only to operations against foreign 
nations. When a blockade is declared, it is a 


| quasi admission of the independent existence of 


| the blockade. 


| are maintained in none but ports of entry. 
|| duties can be collected in any other, and any trade 


the people blockaded. Foreign Powers have then 
a right to raise the question of the efficiency of 
Evading it when imperfectly main- 
tained ,is legitimate trade. Nations may lay em- 
bargo on their own ports at pleasure. Every 
nation has a right to say how many of their har- 
bors shall be portsofentry. Foreign nations can 
enter none other. Collectors and custom-houses 


No 


with them is smuggling. 


With this right foreign 
nations cannot interfere. 


The right to create and 


| indicate ports of entry and delivery is one of the 


acknowledged prerogatives of sovereignty. Har- 
bers not declared ports of entry need no blockade 
toexclude commerce. The law blockades them. 
Respect for that law is safer than fleets. If not 
respected, its violation creates no international 
trouble. The offending party is not protected by 
itsGovernment. We mightconfine our whole trade 
to New York, Boston, aud Charleston if we chose; 
and foreign nations could not complain or diciate. 
How much easier would it be to stop trafle with 
the rebel States if they had no ports of entry than 
now. The hopes of the forfeiture would induce 
swarms of private vessels to watch the smugglers. 

Mr. OLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether the provisions of his bill 
are consistent with that clause of the Constitution 
which gives to all ports of entry the same privi- 
leges? 

Mr. STEVENS. The Constitution, itis true, 
provides that all ports of entry shall be treated 
alike; but it does not provide that you shall create 
certain ports of entry. 

Mr: OLIN. But you have created them. 

Mr.STEVENS. You have created them ports 
of entry, and you can repeal the laws so creating 
them. There is no doubt at all upon this point. 
No gentleman will deny that. You must put all 
ports of entry upon the same footing; but when 
you have passed laws making certain places ports 
of entry, you can repeal those laws. This bill 

laces all ports of entry now existing in the rebel 
Bates upon the same footing. We are notcom- 
pelled to create ports of entry anywhere, unless 
wechoose. Thatis for Congress alone to determ- 
ine. : 

It may be said that commercial nations would 
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respect the ports of entry created by the rebel 


States. That would be a violation of the law of 
nations, unless they first acknowledged their in- 
dependence, and put them on an equality with 
other nations. It would be just cause of war. In 
China a widely extended rebellion has existed for 
years. It has established a regular government, 
and has several important sea-ports In posses- 
sion. They lately held Shanghae. Yet Europe 
ignores their existence, and treats with the legiti- 
mate government for those very ports. 

The insurrection in India embraced many more 
people than ours, many of them well trained to 
arms; yet what nation ever thought of recogniz- 
ing their de facto existence, or of treating them as 
a Power? When Ireland was in arms against the 
Government, what would England have said had 
we have negotiated with them for ports of entry 
and recognized their letters of marque? She would 
instantly and justly have declared war. I have 
no fear that any foreign Power will recognize the 
rebel States. I know very well what deep interest 
England feels in this question, for, while sealing 
the southern ports would ruin the South, it would 
undoubtedly seriously injure British interests. 
The second city in her empire is greatly dependent 
for her prosperity on her cotton manufactories, 
A half million of people there, as well as many 
others scattered over the kingdom, earn their 
living in her factories. It is said five million of 
people are dependent on them. The products 
swell the capital of the cotton lords, and contrib- 
ute largely to commerce. Eighty-five per cent. 
of the raw material to supply these mills comes 
from America, and about fifteen per cent. from all 
other countries, (India nine, others six per cent.) 
Hence it is ebvious that England would suffer 
more by the suppression of southern commerce 
than any other nation. It would greatly injure | 
the factories in the loyal States. It would bank- 
rupt the rebel States. 

Hence we see the reason why certain leading 
journals in England sympathize with the South, 
and suggest means to evade our blockade, and 
kindly advise us peaceably to settle with the rebels. 
Why did not England succumb to the Sepoy re- 
bellion? While the English people hate slavery, 
the Manchester school would prefer that four | 
million slaves should continue in perpetual bond- 
age than that her five million dependents should 
suffer some inconvenience. I doubt not she will | 
use every means in her power to keep open south- 
ern ports. England made war upon the most in- 
nocent people in the world to compel them to take 
her opium. The wise legislation of China had 
excluded that poisonous drug from the empire. 
England violated every law of nations and every 
principle of morality by compelling the people, 
at the mouth of the cannon, to swallow $80,000,000 
worth of it per year. 

Nor have we the countervailing advantage of 
the anti-slavery feeling of England. That feeling 
among the masses is more intense than the greed 
for cotton. Were it believed that we were en- 
gaged ina war that would abolish slavery, the 
Government of England would not dare aid our 
enemies. The whole civilized world now abhors 
slavery. But in this contest we have the sympa- 
thy of none ofthem. Thus far our war has vir- 
tually been made to rivetstill stronger the chains 
of human bondage. Christian nations—civilized 
nations, whether Christian, Mohammedan or 
Pagan, do not sympathize with slave-mongers. 

Buteven now, with the moral sense of the world 
against us, I do not believe that there is any dan- 
ger of war with England. The late difficuity, 
which was so threatening, has been happily set- 
tled without any loss of dignity on our part. 
Nations do not now, and ought not to, go to war 
on mere questions of regularity, where no vital 


principle is involved. Much may be waived or | 


yielded on such points unless it impairs the honor 
or glory of the nation; then nota tittle can be 
surrendered, for the honor and glory of a nation 


are as much a part of her real strength as her | 
The most unpleasant thing | 
which I have observed in this affair is the imper- | 


fleets and armies. 


tinent interference of France. Why should she 


The statesmen of England feel kindly towards | 


the South for another reason. As slave States | 
can never become a manufacturing or navigating 


culties surround usg I have no fear that any for- 


people, they sympathize with her free-trade folly. | 
We as a nation are bound to maintain our princi- | 
ples and our independence, no matter what diffi- 


eign Power will recognize the rebel States. But if | 


Manchester should drive England to give aid to | 
the traitors, the free people of America will not 
quail before it. We have survived two wars with 
her. ,One when our population was but three 
million; the other when it was eight million, in- 
cluding slaves. Now, when the free States alone 
have twenty million, what have we to fear? A 
nation great in intellectual as well as material 
power shows to best advantage in her worst dis- 
tress. When Rome was deserted by most of her 
Italian allies and the Carthagenians were under 
her walls, she found the King of Macedon tamper- 
ing with her enemy, and instantly declared war 
against him, instead of tamely negotiating. A 
nation is always great according to the energy 
and courage of the Government. The people are 
everywhere brave; but timid, faltering, hesitating 
rulers may soon make them cowards. A nation 
of twenty millions of brave men will always be 





great, if the Government have energy and power | 


with which to inspire them. Alexander infused 
his indomitable courage into twenty thousand 
confiding soldiers, and overthrew the countless 
armies of atimid prince. Let this nation determ- 
ine to be invincible, and the world in arms, distant 
as we are from them, cannot conquer her. Let 
them handle war with silken gloves, and the softest 
satraps of Asia would defeat them. 

War is always a mighty evil. With England 
it would be especially deplorable. But war with 
all nations is better than national dishonor and 
disgrace. We should be better able to meet Eng- 
land in arms with the rebel States in alliance with 
her than if they were still loyal. They have « 


| vastly extended defenseless frontier easily access- 


| ible by a maritime enemy. 


Most of the Army 


| and Navy of the nation during the last war were 
| required for its defense. If we were relieved from 


intervene uninvited unless for the purpose of in- | 


timidation ? 
and dictatorial. 
mestic affairs it may be well to look into this hol 
alliance of these Powers, and see how far their 
dictation is to control the conduct of nations. 


The letter of M. Thouvenel is harsh | 
When we have settled our do- || 


r 
i 


protecting them, we could use all our forces in | 


other quarters. We should then do what we ought 
long since to have done—organize their domestic 
enemies against them, who would find themselves 
and their allies sufficient employment at home 
without invading the North. If such a deplorable 
war should be forced upon us we should do what 
we ought to have done in the last war—rectify our 


| eastern and northern boundaries; and our banner 


would wave over freemen, and none but repub- 


lican freemen, from the Gulf of Mexico to the | 


Arctic oceun, and from the Bay of St. Lawrence 
to Puget Sound. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman 
wishes to discuss the bill further at this time, I 
will move that it be postponed until the second 


| Tuesday in February next, and that it be printed. 


The motion was agreed to. 


TREASURY NOTES. 
Mr. SPAULDING, by unanimous consent, 


| introduced a bill authorizing the issuing of Treas- 
ury notes payable on demand; which was read a | 
| first and second time, referred to the Committee 


of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
The SPEAKER. The business now in order 
is the call of committees for reports. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. 


| of business just at this time is to adjourn. 


| 


The SPEAKER. 
such a motion. . 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
five minutes before one o’clock, p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


The Chair would entertain 


I move that the House 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 2, 1862. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Sunpertanp, offered 
up the following prayer: 


O God, we thank Thee for the light of another | 


year, though itcome surcharged with stirring and 
fearful events. If in our aspirations for the ra- 
tional freedom and public order of the world, 


|| Thou seest an unchristian spirit, as Thou alone 


canst heal it, we pray Thee to forgive. In this 


momentous crisis, cleanse us from all unworthy 


I think the recular order | 


| dom.”’ 





thoughts, and arm this nation with justice as well 
as wiih the muniments of martial power. May 
Thy servants, the law-givers of the people, waste 
no time in vain debate, but hasten to provide for 
that mighty conflict which may involve two con- 
tinents, and to which so many sigus seem pointed. 
Since itdoes not appear like peace, we pray Thee 
to prepare us for the struggle both by sea and by 
land. We know that Thou canst save by many 
or by few, yet we cannot eXpect a miracle since 
Thy pure providence has ever helped the ment 
who haye justly striven to help themselves, and 
so do we ever submit to Thee, through Jesus 
Christ. Amen. . 

The Journal of Monday last was read and 
approved, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KING. I present a petition, very numer- 
ously signed, from citizens of New York, pray- 
ing ‘that as the present formidable rebellion 
against the General Government manifestly finds 
its root and nourishment in the system of chattel 
slavery at the South, as the leading conspirators 
are slaveholders, who constitute an oligarchy 
avowedly hostile to all free institutions; and as, 
in the nature of things, no solid peace can be main- 
tained while the cause of this treasonable revolt 
is permitted to exist, your honorable body is 
urgently implored to lose no time in enacting, 
under the war power, the total abolition of slavery 
throughout the country, allowing for the eman- 
cipated slaves of such only as are loyal to the 
Government a fair pecuniary award, os a cencil- 
latory measure, and to facilitate an amicable ad- 
justment of difficulties; and thus to bring the war 
to a speedy and beneficent termination, and indis- 
solubly to unite all sections and all interests of the 
country upon the enduring basis of universal free- 
I move that the petition be referred to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LATHAM presented the memorial of 
Francis Hittmann, praying to have refunded to 
him light and tonnage dues on the Peruvian bark 
Callao, and import duties on her cargo exacted 
in excess, all of which were illegally collected 
from him, in 1848, by the collectors in California, 
amounting to $474 96; which was referred to the 

| Committee on Commerce. 

Healso presented the memorial of the Chambe: 
of Commerce of San Francisco, praying for the 
establishment of a steam mail line from San Frau- 
cisco to Japan and China; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
Jonathan Garland and fifty-three others, citizens 
of Winslow, Maine, and also the petition of Ivory 
Frost and one hundred and twenty-two others, 
citizens of Hampden, Maine, praying for the abo- 
lition of slavery throughout the land, and for the 
calling upon all the inhabitants of the United 

| States, bond and free, to assist in crushing the 
rebellion; which were referred to the Committee 
| on the Judiciary. » 

Mr. GRIMES presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of lowa, praying for the passage of an act 
making homeopathic surgeons eligible to at least 
oneeighth of the regularappointments inthe Army 
and Navy; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented three petitions of 
| citizens of Illinois, praying for the abolition of 

slavery throughout the land, and for calling upon 
| all the inhabitants of the United States, bond and 
| free, to assist in crushing the rebellion; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented two petitions from citizens 
of Henry county, Illinois, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a national armory at Rock Island, 
Illinois; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. HOWE presented six memorials from citi- 
zens of the State of Wisconsin, praying that some 
point on the Fox river, between Lake Winne- 
bago and Green Bay, in the State of Wisconsin, 
be selected as a site for a national armory and 
foundery; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. H. Mc- 
Kee and others, citizens of Wisconsin, prayin 
for the abolition of slavery throughout the Uni 


the Judiciary. 
He also presented the petition of John Whip- 


| 

j ' ° 

|| States; which was referred to the Committee on 
i] 














ple and others, of Lake Superior county, Wis- I] 


consin, praying for the establishment of a weekly 
mail during the opening of navigation, by steam- 
boat, from Detroit, Michigan, to Superior, Wis- 
CONSID; which was referred to the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. RICE presented a petition of citizens of 


St. Paul, Minnesota, praying Congress to estab- 
lish a national armory on Rock Island, Illinois; 


which was Jaid on the tabl 
NEUTRAL AND BELLIGERENT RIG]TS. 

Mr. SUMNER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and ayreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
quested, if not juncompatible with the public service, to tur 
nish to the Senate copies of all correspondence on the fil 
of the Department of State since the congress of Paris in 


1856, and not heretofore furnished, relating to neutral and 
belligerent rights on the ocean 


REGULATION OF UNITED STATES MINT. 
Mr. LATHAM submitted the following reso- 
luvon; which was considered by unanimous con- 
seit, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inqu:re into the expedicucy of ere ating adistinet bureau 


of the Treasury Di partment to coutrol aud regulate all 
miutters relating to tue United States Mint 


MILITARY ESTABLISUMENT. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Iiegolred, Vhat the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the M.litia be instructed to consider the expediency of re- 
pealing or modifying the act of July 29, 1861, * to iuercase 
the present military establishment of the United States.” 

CAVALRY REGIMENTS. 

Mr. WILSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘I'hat the Secretary of War be directed to report 
to the Senate the number of cavalry regimeuts authorized, 
the number mustered into the service, where stationed, the 
condition of ticir equipment, and whether the public ser 
vice would be promoted by converting the cavalry regi 
ments authorized, but not mustered into the service, into 
inlautry reguneuts. 


SANITARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. NESMITH submitted the following reso- | 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
Beit, and agre ed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com 
municate to the Senate the report of the Sanitary Cominis 
sien on the healih of the Army, and their operations in 
relation to the same, as also the report of the Surgeon 
General on the saine subject, if any hus been rendered. 
RESOLUTIONS OF TUE MARYLAND LEGISLATURE. 

Mr. KENNEDY presented the following reso- 
luuons of the Legislature of Maryland; which 
were read and ordered to be printed: 

Resolutions. 

The General Assembly of Maryland have seen with con- 
cern certain indications at the seat of the General Govern- 
ment oft an tuterierence with slavery in the slaveholding 
BSiates, and cannot hesigte to express their sentiments und 


those of the people ihey represent, in regard to a policy so 
unwise and mischievous 


This war is prosecuted by the | 
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“1. Resolved hy the General Assembly of Maryland, That 
we cordially approve of the resolution passed at the extra 
session of Congress already alluded to, and earnestly desire 
that, in the prosecution of the war, the sentiments and pur 
poses itannounees as the deliberate judgment of the nation, 
niay be stead ly kept in view and taithiully adhered to by 
all the Departments of the Governgn nt, and by our armies 
in the field 

2. Resolved, That our confidence in the wisdom, firm 
ness, and moderation of President Lincoln remains undi 
minished. That we have seen w.th approval and gratitfi 
cation the sentiments announced by the President in his 
recent message to Congress, presenting his views of the 
course to be pursued in suppressing the insurrectfon, and 
declaring his anxiety that “the inevitable conflict for this 
purpose shall not degenerate into a remorseless revolution - 
ary struggle,” and that in every case he has thought it proper 
to keep the integrity of the Union the primary object of the 
contest on the part of the Government. 

3. Resolved, ‘That the wisdom of the policy announced 
in the said resolution of Congress has been signally exem 
plified in the peaceful triumph achieved by Major General 
Dix, by his admirable proclamation issued in contormity 
with its spirit aud purposes to the people of Accomac and 
Northampton counties of the eastern shore of Virginia, on 
the 13th ultimo And we belicve it would be productive 
of beneficial results if Congress would at the present time 
reaflirm the principles of that resolution, and thereby give 
assurance tiat it proclaims the fixed policy of the Govern- 


Se — il 
It is therefore, in accordance with these views, | 
1] 

| 


ics, he will keep steadily in view his sworn duty to pre- 
serve, protect, and defend the Constitution of the United 
States. 


8. Resolved, That the Governor be requested to transmit 
copies of the foregoing resolutions to the President of the 
United States, and to our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked, and obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S, 
No. 136) to provide for the appointment of suilers 
in the volunteer service, and to define their dutics; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia, 


inent. 1] 


1. Resolve’, That Maryland is ready to fulfill all hercon- | 
stitutional obligations tu the General Government, as a | 
loyal State of the Union, and desires that the integrity of 
the Union may be preserved and the supremacy of the Con- | 
stitution restored. | 

5. Resslved, That the Governor be requested to transmit | 
conies of the foregoing preamble and resolutions to the | 
President of the United States, and to our Senators and 
Representatives iu Congress. 


He also presented the following, which were | 
disposed of in like manner: 


Resolutions. | 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Delegates of Mary- 
lan’, That the Constitution of the United States, so admi- 
rably framed by the wi>dom of our forefathers, is recognized 
by the people of Maryland as the charter of their L.berties 
—the foundation, support, and protection of their rights, 
and the main source of all their prosperity; that they are | 
at all times ready cordially to renew the expression of their | 
devotion to its principles ; that they unreservedly acknowl- 
elge the supremacy of all laws made in pursuance thereof, 


the assertion of any right expressed, implied, or reserved 
in the States to secede from the Union; and though they 


reutin every people, they unhesitatingly declare that they 

know no existing cause to justi.y the people of the United 

States in attempting the overthrow of their Government. 
2. Resolved, That the duty and interest of the people of 


| 
1 
| 
consider the right of revolution, for justifiable cause, inhe- | 
I] 
| 
| 


| Maryland alike forbid that they should take part in the in- | 


fatuated and suicidal rebellion which now seeks to sepa- | 
rate the States of this Union, and to destroy that great 
nationality which has made us prosperous at home and re- 
spected abroad, which separation, if accomplished, must 
result in the most serious disasters to all the States, but 


and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
137) in regard to the administration of criminal 
justice in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Several Senators about 


me are desirous thata motion should be made that 
wher we adjourn we adjourn over to Monday, 
but they do not like to make the motion them- 
selves. I never made it before, and I do not know 
but what I might as well begin now when there is 
no quorum of the Senate present. I move, there- 
fore, that when the Senate adjourn to-day, it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuonspay, January 2, 1862. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, meridian. 
The Journal of Monday last was read and 


| approved. 
and repudiate every construction of that instrument which |} 
would destroy its efficiency, its very existence, indeed, by | 


from the pecul.arity of our geographical position, can bring || 


to our own State nothing but irretrievable ruin. 


3. Resolved, Thatthe present unhappy and fratricidal war || 


has been foreed upon the Government of the United States | 
by the seditious and unlaw.ul acts of those who have at- 
tempted its overthrow by violence, and the State of Mary- 
land will cheerfully contribute her proportion of men and 


| means to sustain the nation in its struggle for existence so | 


nation with but one object; that, namely, of a restoration || 
of the Union just as it was when the rebellion broke out. || 


The rebellious States are to be brought back to their places 
in the Cnton, without change or diminution of their con- 
stitutional rights. In the language of the resolution adopted 
by both Houses of Congress at its extra session in July last, 
with remarkable unanimity, this war is declared to be pros- 
ecuted, not “in any spirit of oppression, or for any purpose 
of couquest or subjugation, or purpose of overthrowing or 
interiering with the rights or established institutions of those 
States, but to defend and maiutain the supremacy of the 
Constitution aud to preserve the Union, with ali the dig- 
nity, equality, and rights of the several States unimpaired; 
and that as soon as those objects are accomplisiied the wat 
7 to cease.”’ 


he objects and purposes of the war thus impressively | 


declared, are those alove which the natin can rightfully 
contemplate in its prosecution; andthe moment the object 
of the war changes from a simpie resioration of the Union, 
as known to the Constitution, to something else in conflict 
with the guarantees of that instrument, from that moment 
the war itself changes its character. 

The duty of the Government in a great crisis like the 
present is a very plain Oue—it is to preserve, protect, and 
defeud the Constitution of the United States; and, thank- 
ful, as we have reason to be, for our exemption trom the 
deva-tation and ruin of civil war, we rely further upon 


the wisdom and firmness of the President, in the discharge | 


of the high and solemu trust committed to his hands, to 
realist and rebuke all attempts, from any and from every 
quarter, to convert this war into a crusade against the in- 
stitution of domestic slavery as it exists in the southern 
States, under the guarantees of the Constitution, or to take 
advantage af the troubled condition of our country forthe 
stacikeation of personal views or sectional preludices 


| that the true principles on which the war should be con- 


| both Ilouses of the present Coygress in their extra session 
|| of July last; that they have been declared by the President | 
| in his latest message, and that they have been conspic- 


long as the war is conducted in accordance with the prin- 
ciples of the Constitution, and so Jong as the purpose of 
tho<e in power is the maintenance of the Union, with the 
rights guarantied by the States unimpaired. 

4. Resolved, That the loyalty of the people of Maryland | 
to the General Government, established by the Constitu- | 
tion, is untouched by any shade of servility, and they must | 
ever regard with extreme jealousy all attempts, from what- 
ever quarter, to make the present war for the restoration ot 
the Un.on the means of iuterfering with the domestic in- 


INCREASE OF CLERKS IN WAR DEPARTMENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War in regard 
to the increase in the clerical force in the several 
bureaus of the War Department; which was re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Military Affuirs, and 


ordered to be printed. 
TRANSPORTATION OF ARMS, ETC. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 


|| communication from the Secretary of War in an- 


swer to a resolution of the House asking for in- 
formation as to the cost of the transportation of 
arms, &c., to the country west of the Alleghanies; 
which was referred to the select committee on 
armories, and ordered to be printed. 
NEW REGIMENTS. 
The SPEAKER also lanl before the House a 


communication from the Secretary of War in 
answer to a resolution of the House asking for a 


| statement of the number of men enlisted in cach 


stitutions of the States; and they solemnly protest against lj 
| all schemes, the object or tendency of which is to excite 


insurrection among the slaves, declaring the same illegal, | 
and calculated, if put in practice, to produce results too 
horrible to contemplate. 

5. Resolved, That this Legislature is gratified to know 


ducted have been expressed in most emphatic language by 


uously illustrated in the proclamation of General Dix tothe || 


peopte of the eastern shore of Virginia. 

6. Resolved, That although inthe immediate presence of 
armies, When war or insurrection exists, it cannot be ex- 
pected that the civil power should at all times maintain its 
supremacy, and there may be cases of extreme necessity, 
where the safety and preservation of the Government would 
excuse a resort to extraordinary measures, yet the dangers 
of a departure from the forms of law, which are the protec- | 
tion of individual rights, should never be forgotten, and all | 
irregular proceedings should be abandoned as soon as it is 
clear that the extreme necessity which gave rise to them 
has passed away. 

7. Resolved, ‘That the people of Maryland do not hesitate 
to express their approval of the course and policy of the 
President in the conduct of the war thus far, as exemplified 
by his official acts, and they hereby tender him their thanks 


for the earnest desire he has manifested to avert from them || 
the immediate horrors and calamities of civil war; assured |! 
by his firmness and honesty in the past, they confidently ex. | 
pect that, in spite of the importunities of pernicious fanat 


of theeleven regiments added to the regular Army, 
&c.; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JOHN A. SMITH. 


Mr. PENDLETON, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill to provide for the settlement of 
the accounts of John A. Smith, clerk of the circuit 
court and the criminal court, District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary. 

REGIMENTS NOT SUPPLIED WITII ARMS. 

Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, intro- 


| duced the following resolution; which was read, 


considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary. of War be requested to in 
form this House why certain volunteer régiments from the 
State of New York, now encamped near this city, arc not 
provided with arms; and whether any legislation is neces 
sary on the part of Congress to enable the War Department 


| to furnish arms to the regiments now in the field. 


DEFENSE OF PIIILADELPIIA, ETC. 
Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, intro- 


| duced a bill for the defense of the city of Philadel- 
_ phia, the river Delaware, and the harbor of refuge 


at the Delaware breakwater; which was read & 


| first and second time by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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1862. 


DEBT OF TILE UNITED STATES, ETC. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


the unanimous consent of the House to introduce 
the followiag resolutions: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he di- | 
rected to report at an early day to the House the sum total 
of the present floating debt of the United States, as nearly 
as tle same can be ase sruained or estimated, giving also, as 
far as practicable, the sev ‘ral heads as ty Deparunents or 
subject matter under which said dubt may be ranged. | 

9 Resolved further, That the Secretary of the l'reasury 
be directed to report to the House as soon as practicable 
the amount in pounds of the importations of tea, coffee, 
and sugar in the several ports of the United States tor each 
mouth of the fiseal year ending June 30, 1851; also the 
amount in pounds of the importations of the same articles 
for each month of the current fi-eal year up to January 1, 





5th dayror August, 1861. 
Mr. MAYNARD. 
INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN CALIFORNIA, ETC. 


Mr. PHBLPS, of California. Task unanimous 
consent to introduce a bill extending the laws now 


I object. 


in force, regulating trade and intercourse with the | 


Indian tribes, to the Indian reservations of Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. STEVENS. 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would like to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on a public bill, but as no quorum is likely to be 
present, | move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to mect on Monday next, 

The motion was agrecd to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. UPTON, the 
House (at twenty minutes past twelve o’clock, 
p. m.) adjourned until Monday next. 


I object. 


Is there a quorum present? 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 6, 1862. 
Prayer by Rev. A. D. Eppy, D. D., of Chicago, 
Illinois. 
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that Mr. Starx is understood by everybody in 
his vicinity to be an open and avowed supporter of 
secession; that he has openly defended the course 
of the South in seceding, and has given utterance 
to sentiments totally at war with the institutions | 
and preservation ofour country,such asupproving 
the attack on Fort Sumter; making declarations to 


| the effect thatin the eventofacivil war, which, in 


fact, had then already commenced, he would sell 
his property in Oregon and go South and join the 
rebels; that they were right; that Mr. Davis’s gov- 


| ernment was the only government lefi; that there 


The Journal of Thursday last was read and 


approved. 
SENATOR FROM OREGON, 


Mr. NESMITH. I present the credentials of 
Hon. Bensamin Starx, appointed by the Gov- 
ernor of Oregon a Senator from that State to fill, 
until the next meeting of the Legislature, the va- 
eancy occasioned by the death of Llon. Edward D. 
Baker. Lask that they be read and filed, and that 
the oath of office be administered to Mr. Staak. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I shall not object to the 
reading; but I shall object to the administering of 
the oath until | have made a motion in reference 
to the matter. 

The Secretary read the credentials, as follows: 
The Governor of the State of Oregon 

to Benjamin Stark, of said State: 

Whereas information has been received of the death of 
Hon. E. D. Baker, a United States Senator from this State 
whose seat would remain vacant unless an appointmen 
shall be made : 

Therefore, know ye, that reposing full confidence and 
trust in the wisdom, integrity, and patriotism of you, the 
said Bensamin Stark, we do hereby appoint you to bea 
United States Senator, to fill the place made vacant by the 
death of said E. D. Baker, and to occupy the same uutil a 
successor shall be duly elected. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto signed my name 
[t. 8.) and caused the seal of the State to be affixed, this 
t% SJ 99th day of October, A. D. 1861. 

JOUN WHITTAKER. 
By the Governor: 
Lucien Iearn, Secretary of State. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I move 
that the oath of office be not administered at pres- 
ent, and that the credentials, together with certain 
papers which | hold in my hand, be sent to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 1 suppose that | 
ought to state the reasons for my motion, as this 
course is somewhat unusual if the credentials are 
in due form. 

The papers which [have in m 
attested—as wellasthey canbe. ‘They are in the 
shape of affidavits and written representations, 
most of them swora to, and certified beyond all 
question to be from a large number of the most 
respectable inhabitants of the city of Portland, 
where Mr. Stark resides. They state in the most 
unqualified terms facts which, if true, in my judg- 


ment go to show that Mr. Stark should not be | 


admitted to a seat in this Chamber. They state 


was, in fact, ne Government of the Union at all. 
Numerous declarations of that kind are sworn to 
by persons who are certified and proved to my 


| satisfaction to be persons perfectly reliable 
1862, with the amount of duty collected on each since the || 


hand are well || 


Under these circumstances, as they have been | 
made known to the Senate in such an authentic 
form as they are, I think it grossly improper that 
the oath of office should be administered to Mr. 
Stark, and he be permitted to take a seat on this 
floor before an investigation has been had. I have 
come to this conclusion after much deliberation. 
The papers in my hand, which can be read if 
gentlemen desire to hear them, fully support all 
that Lhave stated. I move therefore that the oath 
be not administered at present, but that the cre- 
dentials be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, Which is our Committee of Elections, to- 
gether with the papers which | now send to the 
Chair. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think, sir, there is no prece- 
dent fora motionof thatkind. Lhave never known 
acase where the Senate refused to allow a Senator ! 
to take his seat when his credentials were prop- 
erly authenticated, and he applied for admission 
upon this floor. 1 have a very accurate recollec- 
lion of what took place in my own case and in the 
case of my colleague, Dr. Fiteh, when our right 
to seats on this floor was denied. I think there 
was a general admission on both sides of the 
Chamber that a Senator presenting a prima facie 


| case had aright to be sworn tn, and that the Sen- 


ate would, after the administration of the oath, take 
cognizance of any papers that might be presented 
questioning his right to a seat. I think there 
would be great propriety in allowing the Senator 
to be sworn, that he may be heard iu his own de- 
fense. The fact thatthese papers are certified, and 
the fact that statements are made derugatory to 
the loyalty of the Senator who claims his seat, 
furnish no evidence to my mind of their truth. 
Never have baser falsehoods been put on record 
againstany man than have been sent to the Senate 
against me since Ltook my seatat thissession, The 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. TrumbButy] presented 
a petition here signed by what are represented to 
be one hundred and eighty citizens of Jefferson 


| county, Indiana, declaring, in the first place, that 


I was not legally elected; in the second place, that 
| was in open communication with the rebels; and 
in the third place, that I did not live in the State 
of Indiana. I have looked atthe signatures to that 
paper. I know but a few of the persons whose 
names are upon it, but the few | do know would 
be more fit fur a prison-house than they would be 
for petitioners to this body. 

I do not know, Mr. President, thatthere is any 
analogy between the two cases; but when it comes 
to hearsay presented against any public man, | 
can imagine what state of case may be manufac- 
tured to order against a gentleman whose political 
antecedents are those of the Senator from Oregon, 
as | understand them from the press of the coun- 
try. I happen to have in my pocket a New York 
paper of rather an old date, containing a letter 
representing what is my position as well as that 
of the Senator from Oregon. It represents me as 
being a brigadier general in the southern army. 


| That is about as true as a great many other false || 


and calumnious charges that have been made 
against me within the last few months. I sym- 
pathize with the Senator from Oregon. I know 
| how gentlemen entertaining the political opinions 
that he is represented heretofore to entertain are 
uursued, and with what little reason and with what 
ittle truth charges are preferred against them and 
heralded forth to the world without a particle of 
truth to sustain them. 1| think there would be 
great propriety and justice in allowing the Sena- 
tor from Oregon to be sworn that he may be heard 
in his own defense. I speak by the book, by 


rules, and by the precedents, when I say that in | 


no instance, in a similar case, has a Senator been 





| the body if he had taken the oath, 


/ truth and veracity as much as any men. 
| declarations were repeated from time to time—not 
| upon a single occasion, but upon many occasions 
| —and are backed up by the statements under oath 


. aisease 











denied the privilege of being sworn when he pre- 
sented even a prima facie right to aseat in this body. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, no one will 
be more sincerely rejoiced than J shal! be if Mr. 
Stank, who has presented these credentials, shall 
be able to satisfy the committee that all this is un- 
true. I beg leave tosay most distinetly,and I think 
I can say it ftom my course in this bod y with refer- 
ence togentiemen on the other side of the Chamber, 
that I am influenced by no sort of consideration 
arising from any political sentiments which any 
gentieman may entertain at all—none whatever, 1 
stated When I made this motion that it was without 
a precedent. Ladmit thatin full; and that fact, that 
it was anew proceeding and a new case, was one 


| which had led me to doubt in the first place some- 


whatits propriety; but, sir, | beg leave to suggest 


| that the state in which we find ourselves in this 


country is also unprecedented, and we have had 
examples enough in high places of men who have 
proved false to the oaths they have taken to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States. 
Now, sir, I do not hesitate to say that if a part 
only of what is stated in these papers is true, | 
presume the Senator from Indiana himself would 
vote upon the instant toexpel this gentleman from 
The declara- 
tions, as | said before, are of a very strong char- 
acter. Ll examined the papers critically and care- 
fully to see whether they could be considered in 
the light of hearsay testimony. They are state- 


| ments of declarations taken from this gentleman’s 
| own mouth, testified to by his neighbors, a large 


number of them, and men who are certified by 
proper authorities to be men of entire respecta- 
bility and character in the community, and of 
These 


of many men, that in the community where he 
lives Mr. Stark has been known and recognized 
as a thorough, decided, open secessionist in his 
principles and his avowals, 

The question raised here is all about the prece- 
dents. hi | said before, the times are those when 


| we are compelled to make precedents—not to be 


bound by mere forms of proceeding, precedents 
in the body which go only to ordinary transac- 
tions, but, if necessary, to make them. 

Under these circumstances, I reasoned with 
myself thus: if this gentleman should be admitted 
to a seat in this body, and these ‘papers laid upon 

' our tables cannot be disproved, no man, in my 
| judgment, would hesitate to vote to expel him at 
once as unworthy to hold a seat in the body. I 
hope they may not be true. I deem it, therefore, 
due tohim, what in my own case I should demand 
if these papers were presented, that before | took 
my seat these matters should be explained, and 
I should take my seat fairly, and without any 


| suspicion resting upon my integrity and my loy- 


alty to the Union which I was about to swear to 
support. I see no reason why this gentleman, 
under these circumstances, merely on account of 
a precedent, with such pro6f, should be permitted 
to take his seat, and to take a large sum out of 
our already wasted Treasury, which he would 
be entitled to, and then take the consequences of 
these declarations that are made here. 

Sir, if all this is false, if there is no reasonable 
ground for it, he can, unquestionably, give such 
| explanations to the committee with regard to his 
present position, and with regard to these matters 
as willentirely satisfy them, and he can then come 
forward here and take his seat freely without any 
of these imputations resting on him. I can only 
say that while I acknowledge it to be without 
| precedent, yet these papers have been in my hands 
for some days; I have read them carefully; [ have 
given to the whole matter the very best delibera- 
tion thatmy judgment would allow me to give it, 
| and came to the conclusion that the course which 
| have taken was the proper course, and such as 
I should advise the Senate to take. I can only 
| state that, and then the Senate can take its own 
course, 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the honorable Senator 
will let this matter lie over until to-morrow. I 
desire to read these papers, because it depends 
upon the examination of the papers how my vote 
will be. I have not heard them read, and have 
had no opportunity to read them. I can easily 
see there might be circumstances that would prob- 
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ably justify the Senate in refusing to let a Senator | 
be sworn in coming here with the appropriate || a debate arose, and after some debate, on motion 
credentials—unquestioned eredentials—from his || of Mr. Eaton, it was 


State; but, in my judgment, it ought to depend 
upon alleged acts, aod coming with very powerful 
authority to question his right to take a seat in the 
Senate; for even supposing that the facts stated 
in the paper might be such which, if established, 
would justify the expulsion of a Senator by the 
Senate, sull J do not consider that you have a 
right to refuse him a seat, aud say he shall not 
take the sweat on anything but a very distinctive 
assertion of facts that are inconsistent with the 
performance of his duties here. 

I differ, too, greatly from the honorable Senator 
from: Maine in his general principle. If there ts 
any period of time in which there is a necessity 
of adhering to forms it is in times of high excite- 
ment. The mind is apt to become biased and 
prejudiced, and there can be no protection unless 
you adhere to forms under such circumstances. 
Apices jurissunt juraisa principle which the hon- 
erable Senator must know well must often be ap- 


plied; that which may seem but form is really the | 


protection of the rights of the party. 

Now, sir, when I come to read these papers, I 
may not object to the reference of the subject to 
the Committee on the Judiciary ; but it does seem 
to me that it ought to bea very strong case which 
would prevent a Senator from being sworn in, 
when he comes with unquestioned credentials, on 
a paper, or a remonstrance addressed, not to the 
Senate of the United States, but to the Secretary 
of State. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. All T have to say in rela- 
tion to the Senator’s suggestion to let this matter 
lic over is this: my motion is simply that these 
vapers be referred before the oath is administered. 
i they lic over, and the oath is not administered 
to-day, and the matter can come up to-morrow, | 
certainly shall have no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. I want to have an opportunity 
to look into the papers. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
the papers at least read. 

Mr. PRIGHT. Il submit, sir, whether it would 
be just towards the gentleman claiming a seat here 
to preoccupy the public mind with one-sided state- 
ments, evidently from those who are not friendly 
to his right to a seat, as will be the case if they 
go into the newspapers with the criticisms of the 
press, which will of course all bedirected against 
the right of the -honorable Senator. 
the gentleman who asks for the reading of the 
papers whether, if the question is to rest untl 
to-morrow, the whole had not better lie on the 
table. 

Mr 
well 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
withdraw his call? 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes, sir; Iewithdraw it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 merely rose to correct 
an impression which prevails in the Senate, aris- 
ing from a statement made by the Senator from 
Indiana, and acquieseed in by the Senator from 
Maine. It is not true that credentials have not 
been referred before parties have been sworn in, 
yn the Senate. Usually, where the credentials 
were fair upon their face, the person claiming a 
seat has been sworn in asa member; but the prac- 
tice has not been uniform, as the Senator from 
Indiana supposes it has, and as the Senator from 
Maine agreed thatithad been. There are a number 
of cases where the credentials themselves were 
referred, cases where Senators were refused their 
seats, and where Senators received their seats after 
the ceedentials had been referred. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
enough to name the cases? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwill They have been 
named in this body before. If the Senator from 
Indiana's recollection had been entirely accurate, 
he would have remembered that that objection 
was made in hisown case. It is true a majority 
of the Senate decided that he should be sworn in. 

Mr. BRIGHT. That was what I stated, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Butit was notacquiesced 
in upon all sides of the Chamber by any means. 
Now, sir, as for the cases: James Lanman, of 
Connecticut, was appointed a Senator, and ap- 
ple in the Senate to take his seat on the 4th of 

arch, 1825. A motion wasmadeby Mr. Holmes, 
of Maine, that Mr. Lanman be permitted to take 


FESSEN DEN 


Does the Senator 
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the oath required by the Constitution, on which 


“ Ordered, That the foregoing motion’? — 
that is, the motion that he be sworn— 


together with the credentials of Mr. Lanman, be referred 
to a select committee to consist of three members, to con- 
sider and report thereon.” . 


i 


i} 


| but condemnation for mere opinion, apart from 


acts, nevercan be justice under any circumstances, 


|| As to the class of cases alluded to by the hon- 


That was the order of the Senate; and on mo- | 


tion of Mr. Van Buren, it was 
** Ordered, That Mr. Lanman have leave to be heard at 


the bar of the Senate on the question as to his riglit to a | 


” 


seat 
That is one case. 
seat. 


Mr. Lanman was refused a 
That is a case where the reception of the 


credentials was refused, and the applicant was not | 


permitted to take the seat. Now I will read, for 


the information of the Senator from Indiana, a |! 


case where the applicant’s credentials were re- 
ferred, and he was admitted to a seat. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ifthe Senator will allow me, 
I should like to ask him just there, if there were 
not two Senators from the State of Connecticut 
sitting at the time ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
there whether there was a vacancy? 
the point raised in that case, if I recollect it, 


No, sir. 


Was not the question raised | 
That was | 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The question was whether | 


the Governor had a right to appoint a Senator | 


under those circumstances, but the credentials 
were perfect. 


ordered that his credentials be referred to the 
Committee on Elections. Onthe 15th of June the 
committee reported favorably thereupon, and he 
was admitted toaseat. That isa case wherea 
Senator’s credentials were referred; and on a sub- 
sequent day, on a report of a committee, he was 


‘| admitted with his credentials. So the practice has 


I should like to have some of | 


I think that would be as 


Will the Senator be good | 


I submit to || 
| dent. 


not been uniform by any means, and this is not 
an unheard of motion, 

That is all I desired to present to the consider- 
ation of the Senate. 1 have no objection to the 
papers going over until to-morrow, and no opin- 
ions, of course, to express in reference to the mat- 
ter, as I have not read the papers; but the motion, 
[ wish it might be understood, is not unprece- 
dented in this body. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
make one single remark. It is said that the prop- 
osition now before the Senate is without a prece- 
New occasions teach new duties; new 


| precedents are to be made when the occasion re- 


| quires. 


Never before in the history of our Gov- 
ernment has any person appeared to take a seat 
in this body whose previous conduct and declara- 
tions, as presented to the attention of the Senate, 
gave reasonable ground to distrust his loyalty. 
That case, sir, is without a precedent. It belongs, 
therefore, to the Senate to make a precedent, in 
order to deal with an unprecedented case. The 
Senate is at this moment engaged in considering 
the loyalty of certain members of this body, and 
it seems to me it would poorly do its duty if it 
admitted among its members one with regard to 
whom,as he came forward to take the oath, there 
was a reasonable suspicion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, my only de- 
sire is that this subject shall go over until to- 
morrow, that | may look at it and read the state- 
ments which have been produced by the honorable 
Senator from Maine; but | cannot assent to the 


remarks of the honorable Senator from Illinois. | 


1 desire, Mr. President, to | 


In the case of Stanley Griswold, of | 
Ohio, appointed by the Executive of the State, || that was determined the party was not entitled to 


he appeared on the 9th of June, 1809, and it was | 


This is not a new state of things as regards the | 


question of precedent, founded on mere matter of | 


opinion. Sir, in the war of 1812 there were men 
sitting in the Senate of the United States, and men 
admitted into the Senate of the United States, that 
were opposed to the war and opposed to the whole 
action of the Government. 1 
a foreign enemy; war with a domestic enemy is 
no worse. 
were men in the Senate of the United States that 
were believed to sympathize with it, as this gen- 
tlemen is believed to sympathize with those op- 
posed to our Government. I do not know him; 
to me he isastranger. I neither know his opinions 
nor the evidence in relation to them; but | say 
there were gentlemen who were generally reputed 
to have sanctioned Burr’s conspiracy who were 
Senators of the United States. The cases may 


' not be exactly parallel to any existing at present; 


» the better. 


orable Senator from Illinois, I think he will find 
that there is no case to be found in the records of 
the Senate where the body ever refused to swear 
in a gentleman presenting a certificate except 
where there was a question as to the authority to 
appoint, or where there wasan irregularity in the 
credentials themselves. The case of Mr. Lanman 
was & case in which the Governor of a State un- 
dertook to appoint where there was a vacant seat, 
but not a broken term; that is, to appoint to the 
_ commencement of a full term. The Senate de- 
cided that they were bound to take official notice 
of that fact, and that he could not take a seat under 
such an Executive appointment. That was the 
ground of the objection. That was apparent. It 
| Was not a subject of inquiry as to facts, but a 
matter judicially noticeable by the Senate. So in 
| the case of a Senator from my own State, which 
was the first instance of the kind tliat occurred: 
| in 1798 he was appointed by the Governor of the 
State after the Legislature had met—the vacancy 
being in existence—and adjourned without filling 
it. ‘There, too, the Senate, on the same ground 
that it was not within the authority of the Exec- 
utive to make an appointment in such a case, re- 
fused him the seat, and refused to let him be sworn 
in. But why? Because there were no facts to be 
inquired into; the objection was one that went to 
the authority of the appointing power, and until 


a seat. I think I may say with safety that where 


|| the credentials were not irregular, or where there 


was no objection on the ground of want of author- 
ity to make the appointment on the part of the 
appointing power, be it legislative or executive, 
no case can be found where the Senate refused to 
swear in a gentleman presenting credentials. Of 
course it is in the power of the Senate to unseat 
him afterwards. 
Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts remarked that the Senate were now engaged 
| in examining into the loyalty of certain members 
of this body. I suppose he alluded to me. Iam 
in that category, and the examination is based on 
| three lines that it is alleged 1 wrote in a letter for 
a friend of mine, dated as far back as the Ist day 
of March last. The objectionable feature in that 
letter is, that I addressed Jefferson Davis as pres- 
| ident of the confederate States. In that I was but 
| following the example of Senators upon this floor 
who, day after day, spoke and addressed him by 
that title at that time; yet no exception was taken 
to that. However, Ido not propose arguing my 
case now; it would be out of place; but | want it 
| to go out to the world with the statement of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that, so far as I am 
' concerned, I hope the Senate are examining into 
| my case,and I am very sorry that they have pro- 
| gressed so slowly. lam impatient for the in- 
| vestigation and anxious for the result, ready to 
| meet it at any time it may come, and the sooner 
1 say this much for the information 
of the committee who have my case in charge, 
| and for my friends at a distance, who appear to 
be borrowing some trouble on my account. Ido 
not ask their sympathy. I have done nothing 
that I would not do over again under the same 
| circumstances, and that I am not prepared to de- 
fend here or elsewhere. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I do not understand 
that this motion involves, in any degree, the merits 
of the controversy in reference to the seats of gen- 
tlemen already occupying seats on this floor, the 
Senator from Indiana inclusive. ‘* Sufficient unto 
the day is the evil thereof.’’ When those cases 
are presented, the Senate, doubtless, and I cer- 
tainly, will be prepared to vote upon them; but the 


|| motion made this morning involves, as it seems 


hat was a war with | 


} 


| 
| 


During the conspiracy of Burr there || 


to me, simply this and no more: credentials are 
presented from the Governor of Oregon appoint- 
ing a gentleman to a seat upon this floor. The 
| presentation and readin§, of those credentials 
| makes a prima facie case-in favor of the member, 
| and unless that prima facie case is rebutted he 
| should be sworn and admitted to a seat upon this 
| floor. But the statements made by the Senator 

from Mainecontain enough evidence, to my mind, 

to rebut that prima facie case. The statements 

made by him are to this effect: that gentlemen 
| of high character, of unimpeachable credit say, 
| under oath, that this man is disloyal and untrue to 
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the Government he proposes to swear to support. 
If that is not enough, prima facie, to do away with | 
his right to a seat upen this floor, the whole ofour | 
sessions are mere mockeries, if we may not purify 
ourselves by an inquiry at least into the facts of 
the case. I do not prejudge them; I do not know | 

















whether they are true or false; | simply know that | 


it is our duty, under the circumstances, to admit 
no man to a seat on this floor whose loyalty Is 
impeached by gentlemen of high credit and char- 
acter under outh, It seems to me that our right 
and our duty to investigate this matter are clear 
and conclusive. 

A word in regard to the allegation of the want 
of a precedent in a case like this. 1 suppose there 
is no precedent, and I trust in God there may be 


no occasion hereafter for any similar precedent. | 
There is no precedent for much of our aclion In 
reference to this rebellion; tere 1s no warrant In 


the Constitution for much of it,and why? Simply 
because no Government provides for its own dis- 
solution; hence no precedents will reach this case. 

The distinguished Senator from Delaware says 
that in 1812 there were Senators upon this floor 
who opposed the whole action of the Government 
in reference to the war of 1812. Suppose there 
were Senators opposing the action of the Govern- 
ment in reference to that war, were there any Sen- 


ators holding seats here then who. were striking | 


at the very existence of the Government? We 
may differ, and honestly differ, in reference to the 


policy of a foreign war; but can any two patriots, | 


can any two honest men, here or elsewhere, differ 
in reference to this rebellion, which strikes at the 
very existence of the Government? Is there, can 
there be, any analogy between the two cases? The 
policy of the war with Great Britain in 1812 was 
a proper subject for investigation, for deliberation, 
for honest difference of opinion; but no such case 
is presented to the Senate to-day. There are no 
two patriots in this body who can differ in refer- 
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total abolition of slavery throughout the country; 


which were referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 4 x 
Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 


citizens of Hancock county, State of Maine, pray- 


ing the abolition of slavery throughout the coun- | 


try; which was referred to the Committee on the 


| Judiciary. 


Mr. COLLAMER presented the petition of 
Austin Beecher and three hundred and eleven 
others, citizens of Hinesburgh, Vermont, pray- 


| ing the abolidon of slavery, and to provide by 


law for calling on all the inhabitants of the United || 


States, bond and free, to aid in suppressing rebel- 
lion; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CLARK presented a petition of citizens of 


Hillsboro’ county, New Hampshire, praying the | 


abolition of slavery, and to provide by law for 
the calling on all the inhabitants of the United 


States, bond and free, to aid in suppressing re- | 
bellion; which was referred to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary. 


ence to the wicked character of this rebellion, and | 


our duty to putit down by the strong arm of the | 


Government. 

It seems to me that itis not only proper to refer 
these credentials, but that we shall be recreant to 
our duty as American Senators if we refuse to refer 
them, and to investigate the case of the Oregon 
Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Delaware submit a motion? 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the subject lie 
upon the table for the present; [ will call it up to- 
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented four petitions of citi- 
zens of Michigan, praying that some action be 
taken for the exchange of prisoners; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 


He also presented the petition of John Nelson | 


and others, of Leicester, Massachusetts, praying | 


for the total abolition of slavery throughout the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also 
Pennsylvania, praying that General Frémont be 


promoted tothe rank of Lieutenant General; which || 


was laid on the table. 

_ Healso presented a petition of citizens of Mich- 
igan, remonstrating against the longer impris- 
onment of General Justus McKinstry, alleging 
‘that he was arrested and confined without being 
advised of the nature of his offense, whereof be 
still remains in ignorance after forty days’ incar- 
ceration; that his papers have likewise been seized 
and placed beyond his custody and control, with- 


out explanation or assignment of cause; that dur- | 
ing that long period he has not received the visits || 


of his family, communicated with his friends, nor 
has any authoritative statement of the grounds of 


presented the petition of citizens of | 


General McKinstry’s arrest been made to the pub- | 


lic,”’ and praying that he be at once tried; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens i| 


of North Bridgewater, Massachusetts; a petition | 


of citizens of Essex county, New York; a peti- 
tion of citizens of Chester county, Pennsylvania; 


two petitions of citizens of Washington county, | 


Penns lvania; a petition of citizens of Nashua, 
New Hampshire; a petition of citizens of Jeffer- 


son county, Pennsylvania, and a petition of citi- 


Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of ninety- | 
two citizens of Ulster county, State of New York, | 


praying for the abolition of slavery under the 


war power; which was referred to the Committee | 


on the Judiciary. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of John 
F. Dodds and others, citizens of Morris county, 
State of Kansas, praying for the establishment of 
a tri-weekly mail route from Council Grove to 
Topeka; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of J. 
G. Devoe and two hundred others, of Rock Island, 


' Illinois, and the petition of H. C. Ford and one | 
| hundred and forty others, citizens of Rock Island, | 
Illinois, praying for the establishmeng of a na- | 


tional armory at that place; which were ordered 
| to lie on the table, a bill on the subject having 
been reported. 


citizens of Rock Island county, Illinois, praying 
for the location of a national armory at Rock 
| Island; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a memorial of the citizens of 
Keokuk, lowa, praying for the establishment of 


a national armory at Quincy, Lllinois; which was || 


ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, presented a memorial | 


| of the members of the late tribe of Wyandotte In- 
dians, praying an appropriation for an amount 
lost by discount on State stocks, and indemnity 
for depredations committed on their property by 
citizens of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the official mem- 
bers of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Wyan- 
dotte, and Quindaro Missouri-Kansas conference, 


in that State inthe year 1856; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented additional papers in relation 
to the claim of Quindaro Nancy Guthrie; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. NESMITH presented the memorial of 
Isaac Warwick, of Oregon, praying compensa- 


troops; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. KING. I present the petition of the mayor 
and many citizens of Rochester, New York, in 
which they respectfully represent that negroes are 


mate, and pray that the example of Washington 
and Jackson in using them for war purposes may 
be followed. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KING also presented the petition of the 
twenty-second regiment, New York State militia, 
signed by Colonel James Monroe and the other 
officers of the regiment, asking a remission of the 
duty on their arms; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRIMES presented four petitions of citi- 
zens of lowa, praying for the location of a na- 
tional armory at Rock Island, Illinois; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presénted two petitions from citizens 
of lowa, praying the passage of an act making 








zens of Milford, Massachusetts, praying for the \| homeopathic a eligible to at least onc 


Mr. BROWNING presented seven petitions of || 


praying indemnity for their church property de- | 
stroyed by citizens of Kansas during the troubles | 


tion for cattle used and driven off by United States | 


capable of enduring all seasons of a southern cli- | 
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eighth of the regular appointments in the Army 
and Navy; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. CARLILE presented a petition of citizens 
of Erie, Pennsylvania, praying that the further 
agitation of slavery shall not be tolerated in either 
branch of the national councils until the homesof 
the free are made fully secure; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Eunice Church, widow of 
Joshua Lambert, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
| the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN,, it was 
Ordered, That the memorial of Isaac [T] Randall, on the 


| files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of George Briggs and Cor 
nelius Vanderbilt, on the files of the Senate, be reterred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


1} REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 126) in relation to the arrest of 
persons claimed to be held to service or labor, by 
the officers of the military and naval service of the 
United States, reported it with an amendment. 

SENATOR FROM KANSAS. 

Mr. FOSTER. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was recommitted the report of 
|| the committee upon the memorial of Frederic P. 
Stanton, claiming a seat on this floor as a Sen- 
wtor from the State of Kansas, have instructed me 
to report the same back, and to state that the com- 
| mittee are unanimously of opinion that the addi- 
tional evidence introduced affords no reason for 
changing the former report. 

The resolutions reported by the committee are 
as follows: 


Resolved, That James H. Lane is not entitled to a seat 
| in this body. 

Resolved, That Frederic P. Stanton is entitled to a seat 
in this body. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. POWELL gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to abolish the franking 
|| privilege. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FESSENDEN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a joint res- 
olution (S. No, 27) explanatory of the ‘act to 
increase the duties on tea, coffee, and sugar,’’ 
approved December 24, 1861; which was read 
twice by its tile, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. 
No. 28) in relation to the exchange of prisoners 
captured on the privateer Jefferson Davis; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. POWELL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 138) 
repealing-all laws allowing bounties on the ton- 
nage of vessels engaged in the bank or other cod 
fisheries; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 139) 
to define the pay and emoluments of certain officers 
of the Army, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title,and referred tothe Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIGADE SUTLER. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following resolu- 
| tion; which was considered, by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report 
to the Senate by whom, and by what authority, Silas 
Seymour was appointed brigade sutler of the brigade com 

| manded by. General Daniel E. Sickles. 


| 
TAX ON TELEGRAPHIC INTELLIGENCE. 
Mr. COLLAMER submitted the following res- 


|| olution; which was considered, by unanimous con- 
|| sent, and agreed to: 


| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
|| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
|| collecting a tax on the conveyance of intelligence by tele 
|| graph. 
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EXTRACTS OF COFFEE. 

Mr. GRIMES submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, by unanimous con- 
sent, and acrecd to: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War bc requested to fur 
nisi) the Senate all orders, instructions, and correspondence 
relating to the purchase of extracts of coffee for the use of 
the troups. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Nicovay, his Secretary, 
transmitting a copy of n letter to the Secretary of 
State, from James I. Partridge, secretary to the 
exccutive committee to the industrial exhibition 
to be held in London in the course of the present 
year, and acopy of the correspondence to which 
it refers, relative to a vessel 


for the purpose of 
taking such articles as persons in thi 


| country may 
wish to exhibiton that oecasion; which was read, 


and ordered to lie on the table. 


SURRENDER O} 
A message 


transmitting 


MESSRS. MASON AND SLIDELL. 


eived from the President 
soltacori spond nee which has 
cretary of State and the 
authorities of Great Britain and France on the 
ct of the recent removal of certain citizens of 
the United States from the British mail steamer 
Tr nt, by rder « f Captain W ill Sy in command 
of the United Stat war San Jacinto; 


u 


was also re 
copie 
taken p! between the Se 


sub 


steamer 
which was read. 
Mr. SUMNER. 
papers; and | also make another motion, on which 
at some future day I shall desire heard. 1 
move that the papers be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. There is, Mr. President, 
an important question of int law dis- 
cussed in them, interesting not only to our own 
country, but to all foreign countries As a pre- 
eedent, it will be of great value. Without saying 
anything more now, | content myself with on 
remark: 


I move the printing of those 


to be 


rnational 


if Great Britain has been well sustained 
in her recent course, it is only because she has 
turned her back upon the practice and precedents 
of her history, and adopted for the moment the 
yractice and the precedents of American history. 
Tr agreeable to the Senate, I should like to have 
the motion for the reference of the papers to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations made the special 
order for next Thursday, at on 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
is on the motion to print, 

The printing was ordered; and the motion to 
refer was made the special order for Thursday 
next, at one o’clock. 


. 
o’clock. 


The first question 


ARMORY AT ROCK ISLAND. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first bill upon 
the Calendar is the bill (3. No. 19) to establish a 
national armory on Rock Island, in the State of 
I}linois. ‘ 

The bill was considered by the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to estab- 
lish on the property belonging tothe United States 
on Rock Island, in the State of Illinois, a national 
armory for the fabrication and repair of arms and 
other munitions of war, in which shall beemployed 
one supe! intendent and one master armorer, to be 
appointed by the President of the United States, 
and as many workmen as the Secretary of War 
may, from time to time, deem necessary ; the su- 
perintendent and master armorer to receive the 
same compensation as is now allowed by law to 
similar officers in the national armory at Spring- 
field, Massachusetts. For the purpose of carry- 
ing the act into effect, the sum of $100,000 is to 
be appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 


_HE: 


} 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not know thatI have | 


any objection to this bill; but it comes up very 
suddenly, and I think it ought not to pass with- 
out consideration. Itappropriates a large amount 
of money. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on || 


the engrossment, and third reading of the bill. 


Mr. HOWE, 


[ was waiting to see whether || 


any motion was to be submitted in reference to | 


this bill. T certainly am not prepared to act on 
it now, The billis rather an important one, Cer- 


tainly itis so regarded by the whole country if | 


the crowd of memorials which have been poured 


in upon the Senate from every portion of the land |! yet been announced 


| before. 


be any indication of interest in it. I was not aware 
that the bill was coming up to-day. I move that | 
it lie on the table. 1 

Mr. GRPEMES. What is its stage now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to have it fixed 
for some day certain, If the Senator wili name 
some day on which it shall be taken up for con- 
sideration, I will not object to a postponement. 
This bill is merely a carrying out of what has 
been recommended by the Army authorities for 
the last twenty years. ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to lay 
on the table is not open to debate. ’ 

Mr. GRIMES. I know it; but Lhave heard 
Senators remark that they were not Amiliar with 
the bill and did not know it was here; that it was 
anew subject. IJtis nota new subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Wisconsin withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HOWE. I shall not insist upon laying | 
the billon the table. I have no objection to a day 
being fixed for its consideration. What day will 
suit the Senator? 

Mr.GRIMES. 

Mr. HOWE. 


I do not care what day is fixed. 
Will Monday do? 

Mr. GRIMES. It will suit me. 

Mr. HOWE. I change my motion, then, and 
meve to postpone the further consideration of the 
bill until Monday next. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. If it is in order, I renew 
the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin that 
the bill be laid on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
on the table is first in order 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that will not be 
done. Let us fix a day for its consideration. 

The V4CE PRESIDENT. The motion to lay 
on the table is not debatable either by the Senator 
who makes it or by any other Senator. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. ‘That was the reason I ab- 
stained from giving the reasons why I| desire that | 
the motion shall prevail. 

The question being taken, there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes 5, noes 21; not a quorum voting. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There are many Senators | 
in the Chamber who have not voted. If the Pres- 
ident will allow me, I will state that the motion 
is to lay on the table a bill to establish an armory 
atRock Igland. Now, the friends of the bill have 
no objection to its consideration being postponed 
tu a day certain, but we do not want it disposed 
of by laying it on the table without an opportu- 
nity to discuss it. We merely ask to have it post- 
poned to some day. I hope Senators will vote 
down the motion to lay it on the table, and let the 
bill have its chance. — 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will put 
the question again. 

On a recount, there were—ayes 4, noes 21; not 
a quorum. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move that the Senate pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WILSON and others. We cannot with- 
outa quorum, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No motion is now 
in order except for a call of the Senate or to 
adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that there be a 
call of the Senate. Letus find out who are absent. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary wil! 
call the roll. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think there is no rule author- 
izing acall of the Senate. 1 never heard of it 
When itis ascertained that there is not a 


The motion tolay 


| quorum present, the only motion is to adjourn, 


or to send for the absentees. If we are without 
a quorum, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Onthat motion | ask for | 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

After a lapse of ten minutes— 

Mr. BRIGHT. The call of the roll discloses 
the fact that there is not a quorum present. The | 
next motion, [ take it, is to send for the absentees 
or to adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays | 
have just been taken on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BRIGHT. And no quorum appears, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The result has not | 


i 
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After the lapse of a few minutes, the result was 
announced—yeas 2, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Johnson of Tennessee, and Saulsbury 
9 


| _NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Browning, Carlile, Chandler, 


Clark, Collamer, Cowan, Davis, Doolittle, Fessenden, 
Foster, Grimes, Harlan, [arris, Howe, Kennedy, King, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Latham, Nesmith, 
Pomeroy, Powcll, Rice, Sherman, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trambull, Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—32, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is nota quo- 
rum voting; but the Senate refuse to adjourn. 
The question recurs on directing the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to notify the absentees and request their 
attendance, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the absentees be 
sent for, though I doubt whether there is a quorum 
in the city. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose it is proposed 
only to send for absentees who are in the city. 

Mr. BRIGHT. That is all; but no doubt the 
Senate will adjourn before we get them. 

Mr. Morn entered the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is nowa 
quorum present. With the unanimous consent 
of the Senate, the Chair will recall the annuncia- 
tion of the vote on the motion to adjourn, and the 
Senator from Maine will be called. 

Mr. Mornitu’s name was called, and he an- 


| swered ** nay.”’ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On the motion to 
adjourn, the yeas are 2, and the neys 33. So the 
motion does not prevail. The question now re- 
curs on directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to notify 
absent members and request their attendance, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I withdraw that motion, as 
there is now a quorum present, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question re- 
curs then on the motion that the bill lie on the 
table. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I withdraw that motion 
with the view of making another, and I beg leave, 
before | make the motion, to state that I have no 
particular objection to this bill, and do not wish 
to occupy that position; but I was desirous that 


| the bill should not be hurried through on the first 


morning when the Senate met ofter Christmas, 
when we were expected to transact no business 
whatever. I now move, and I hope it will be 
agreed to, that this bill be postponed until Monday 
week. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [have no objection to that 
on my part, and I beg leave to say to the Senator 
from New Jersey that there was no disposition to 
hurry the bill through. ‘The motion was to post- 
one It. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I did not suppose there was 


any such disposition, but the fact was that it was 


going through without any motion. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from New 
Jersey is laboring under a misapprehension. The 
bill was not going through. ‘The motion was to 
postpone it ull next Monday, and make it the 
special order for that day; but so far as | am con- 
cerned Lam quite as willing that it should be made 


the special order for this day two weeks as for 


this day one week; but I hope the Senator will 
make it a part of his motion that the bill be the 
special order at the time fixed for its considera- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator him- 
self can make that motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to make it the spe- 
cial order for that day at one o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Lilinois to the 


| motion of the Senator from New Jersey. 


The motion was adopted; and the motion, as 


| amended, was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [Ifthere is nothing before 
the Senate, I should like to take up the bill making 
appropriations for pensions, which has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Finance. I presume 
there will be no objection to it. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill (H. R. 
No. 149) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1863, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. The 


bill makes the usual appropriations for pensions, 
and contains a proviso that no pension shall be 
yaid under it to any person who has been engaged 
(| in the present rebellion against the Government 
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of the United States, or who has in any way given 

aid and comfort to those engaged in the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 





amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the | 


third time, and passed. 
JUDICIAL CIRCUITS. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 


roceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 89. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 89) to amend the act of the 3d of 


March, 1837, entitled ‘* An act supplementary to || 
the act entitled * An act to amend the judicial sys- | 


tem of the United States.’ ”’ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will beread. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state what the bill 
is, and perhaps the Senate will get a better idea of 
it from a short statement than from the reading of 
the bill, and if not, the bill can be read subse- 
quently, perhaps more understandingly. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let us have beth. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
statement that perhaps will aid Senators in appre- 
ciating and Talsintandiog what the billis. ‘The 
bill proposes to equalize the judicial circuits of 
the United States. We have, as all are aware, 
nine judicial circuits presided over by nine judges 
of the Supreme Court in connection with the loca! 


judges in the districts. Several of the new States | 


are not within this judicial system as it now exists. 


Fiorida, Wisconsin, lowa, Minnesota, and Kan- | 


sas do not have the benefit of this circuit system. 

The bill which is now under consideration was 
originally introduced by the Senator from Obio, 
[Mr.Suerman;] and the committee have proposed 
a substitute for the first section of the bill as he 
introduced it. The bill, as introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, equalized the circuits to some ex- 
tent, and broughtin the new States; but the amend- 


ment which is pending equalizes them, as the | 


committee thought, more fairly, and is based 
chiefly upon population. The population of the 
United States is about 30,009,000, leaving out the 


Pacific States; and it will be found that the New | 
England States and the middle States (with the | 


exception of Delaware,) which have three circuit 


judges residing in that part of the Union—Judge | 


Clifford, Judge Grier, and Judge Nelson—contain 
a population of a little over 10,000,000. 
the exact figures. 


I have 
The three northern circuits 


contain a pupulation of 10,691,244, and the differ- | 
ent Circuits contain the following population: the | 


first circuit, as now arranged oF law, consists of 
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 


and Maine, and has a population of 2,360,034; the || 


second circuit consists of Vermont, Connecticut, 
and New York, which together have a population 
of 4,662,809; the third circuit consists of New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, which together have 
a population of 3,578,401. Neither the bill as 
originally introduced, nor the amendment pro- 


— by the committee, alters these circuits atall, | 


ut leaves them as they are. 
The three southern circuits, as the committee 


have arranged them, would contain a population | 


of 9,992,266. The fourth circuit, as organized 
under the present law, consists of Maryland, 


Delaware, and Virginia, with a population of || 


2,395,331. 


The committee propose to enlarge 


that circuit and make the fourth circuit consist of 


Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, and North Caro- 
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But [ will make a brief | 





| with a population of 6,151,405. The committee 


propose to make the seventh circuit consist of Ohio 
and Kentucky, which together have a population 
of 3,495,312. The eighth circuit, which now con- | 
sists of Kentucky, Tennessee, and Missouri, with 
a population of 3,447,877, the committee propose 
to make consist of Wisconsin and Minnesota, 
| which are for the first time brought within a cir- 
| cuit, and Indiana and Michigan, with a popula- | 
tion of 3,047.948. The ninth circuit, which now 
consists of Mississippi and Arkansas, and has a 
| population of 1,226,023, is thrown, by the arrange- 
ment of the committee, into the circuits in which 
Judges Catron and Wayne reside, The commit- 
tee propose o make the ninth circuit consist of 
Illinois and Missouri, Kansas and lowa, which 
latter two States are for the first time brought into | 
|| the circuit system, and which together contain a 
population of 3,676,128. The three western cir- 1 
| cuits, including Kentucky and Missouri, as pro- 
posed by the committee, together have a popula- 
| tion of 10,219,388. 
It will thus be seen that if the amendment of 
| the committee should be adopted by the Senate, 
| the new States will all be brought within the cir- 
cuit system; the three northern circuits will have 
in round numbers about ten million of popula- 
tion, the three southern circuits about ten million 
of population, and the three western circuits about 
ten million of population; and the circuits will 
contain a little over three million each—not ex- 
actly that; but the amendment, though drawn 
with reference chiefly to population, has also some 
| reference to business as well. Most of the busi- | 
!| ness of these courts—I say most; it is not, per- 
haps, the. case in the West, because a great deal 
| of the business of the courts there relates to land 
| titles—but much of the businessof the courts of the 
United States arises iv the large commercial cities. 

Mr.COLLAMER. Linquireof the gentlemanif 
there are not three vacancies on the bench now? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In the cast the committee 
have made of the circuits, which of those circuits 
would be without any resident judge? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The three western ones. 
The seventh, eighth, and ninth circuits would | 
have no judge residing within their present limits. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Each of the other circuits 
would have? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. The seventh, 
eighth, and ninth circuits are made up of the 
States west of Pennsylvania, including Kentucky 
|!and Missouri. California and Oregon are left out | 
of this arrangemententirely. They have a pecu- | 
liar system there. They have a circuitsystem of 
their own with a circuit judge, who is nota judge 
| of the Supreme Court, and that is not brought 


were to add another judge to the bench; and then 

| it would be a very small circuit compared with 
the others. If this amendment be adopted, there 
will be no judge residing within the limits of the 
three western circuits; there is no judge at this 
time residing within a country of ten million peo- | 
ple in that section of the Union. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If I understand it aright, 
the circuits are so districted that in point of fact 
there is now living a judge on the bench in each 
| of six circuits. No two of them fall within any 
| one circuit, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. | 


lina. Judge Taney resides within the limits of | Mr.COLLAMER. They are districted in each? 


that circuit, and those four States contain a popu- 
lation of 3,387,998. The fifth circuit, as at present 
organized, is Al@bama and Louisiana, containing 
a population of 1,673,586. The committee pro- 
pose to cunstitute the fifth circuit of the districts 
within the States of South Carolina, Georgia, 
Alabama, Mississippi, and Florida, (which would 
be for the first time brought within a judicial 
circuit.) 


ized, is North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
‘ : . ¢ . . 
Georgia, the population 2,753,808. 


Those States contain a population of 
6 ove Tv . . 
3,657,272. The sixth circuit, asat present organ- 


The com- 


| Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. COLLAMER. Thatis fortunate, I think. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is so, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the people 
| of Ohio take a great deal of interest in the organi- 
zation of the circuits in that region of. the coun- 
try. The organization proposed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, | think, would be a very 
| unfair one. , The bill introduced by me would be 
| a simpler, and, I think, much better bill than the 
proposition of the committee. Under the present 
organization of the Supreme Court, the fifth cir- 


GLOBE. 


| States of Indiana and Michigan. 


| —rather a large circuit; anc 


within the system, and could not be unless we || 


mittee propose to make the sixth circuit consist 
of Louisiana, Texas, (which is for the first time 
brought within a cireuit,) Arkansas, and Tennes- 
see, which together have a population of 2,856,996. 

‘he three southern circuits, as thus arranged, 
would havea population of not quite ten million— 
9,992,266 in exact numbers. 

The seventh circuit, as at present organized, 
consists of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Michigan, 


cult is composed of the States of Alabama and 
Louisiana, containing a population of 1,673,586; 
the ninth judicial circuit is composed of the States 
of Mississippi and Arkansas, containing a popu- 
lation of 1,226,823; the seventh circuit is com- 


|| Michigan, containing a population of 6,151,405. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I will inquire of the Sen- 


ator whether he is making now « contrast between 


| posed of the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and | 
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the bill proposed by himself and that proposed 
by the committee? 

Mr.SHERMAN. That is my purpose. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Is the Senator giving us 
the present organization, orthat pro posed by him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 will state both. Under 
the bill as introduced by me, the fitth civeutt and 
the ninth circuit are combined into one, and the 
State of Texas ts added, making altogether a cir- 
cuit with a population of 3,500,000. The seventh 
circuit, including two or three new States, isdivided 
by me into two eireuits. The main difference be- 
tween the bill of the Committee on the Judiciary 
and the bill offered by myself is this: thatin the bill 
proposed by the committee Missouri and Illinois 


| are put together, Ohio and Kentucky are put to- 


gether, and Judge Catron’s district is divided up. 
I think that wrong. Ido notthink it will be pleas 
ant. Kentucky and Ohio were once attached to the 
same judicial circuit, but it was divided; a change 
was made, and I think that change was satisfac- 
tory. Our communications are chiefly with the 
I propose a cir- 
cuit composed of the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Michigan, containing a poeres of 4,439,652 
also that a circuit be 
composed of the States of Hlinois, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, lowa, and Kansas, containing a pop 


ulation of 3,441,706. Ido not propose to change 


any of the other circuits, or affect any of the other 


circuits in the slightest degree. The bill of the 
Committee on the Judiciary affects several of the 
circuits, lt divides up Judge Catron’s cireuit, 
attaches two southern districts to the State of Ten- 
nessee, attaches Kentucky to Ohio, separates In- 


| dianaand Michigan from Ohio, attaches Missouri 


to [linois, and I think would make a complex and 
inconvenient arrangement. 

Since the proposition of the committee has been 
presented by the Senator from Illinois, | have re- 
ceived many letters from the State of Ohio from 
gentlemen who practice in the courts of Ohio, and 
also in Michigan and Indiana and Illinois, repre- 


| senting that the arrangement proposed by him is 
| not satisfactory to the people of those States, or 


at least not to the people of my State; and I trust, 
therefore, it will not be adopted, The bill offered 
by ine was prepared by a distinguished lawyer, 
one perfectly familiar with the business of the 
western country, who has practiced in the courts 
of al] the northwestern States, and who has also 
practiced in the courts of Kentucky and Missouri. 
He says—and I agree with him—that the arrange- 
ment proposed by the bill presented by me will be 
satisfactory to the people of those States, and will 
not be inconvenient. It will not interfere with the 
present organization of the Supreme Courtat all. 
Under it, Judge Catron will retain his present cir- 
cuit; and there will be three judges to be ap- 
pointed—one In the extreme southwestern cireutt, 
vacated by the resignation of Judge Campbell, 
and two for the two circuits gomposed of the 
Northwest, to be filled by the President. If the 
bill reported by the Committee on the Judiciary 
shall be adopted, Kentucky and Ohio will be at 
tached together, and so will Missouri and Illinois 
If that be done,1 am satisfied thafthe President, 
in his selection of judges, will not be able to give 
that satisfaction that he could if he appointed one 
| judge for the southwestern circuit, and two judges 
for the northwestern country. : 

Mr.TRUMBULL. Mr. President, in prepar- 
| ing the amendment, | had no reference at all to 
| the judges, or to who might be appointed judges, 
so far as I was concerned, and | have no feeling 
as to Kentucky being with Ohio. It would be 
just as agreeable to me, if that is not satisfactory 
to Ohio, that Ohio should be with any of the othe: 
States, if you can make the circuits of reasonable 
shape, and give them about the requisite popula- 
tion and business. That was the governing mo 
tive with the committee. The Senator from Ohio 
in his bill inadvertently left out Virginia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. “The Senator is mistaken. 
Virginia is already attached to and forms a part 
of the fourth circuit. That circuit is now com- 
posed of Maryland, Delaware, and Virginia, ac- 
cording to the statement of the organization which 
| I have in my hand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Virginia and North Car- 
olina constitute the fifth circuit as now organized, 
according to the statement | have. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Alabama and Lovisiana 
constitute the fifth circuit. There has been a 
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change made. The statement of the Senator was 
not correct; I did not correct him at the time; but 
according to the statement of the organization 
which I have in my hand, furnished by a very 


| 
| 
| 


ti 


careful person, the fifth circuit is composed of the | 


States of Alabama and Louisiana, and the fourth 


circuit of the States of Maryland, Delaware, and | 


Virginia. My bill simply proposes to affect the 
three circuits in which there are vacancies. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
tion was madeé up by a clerk, and I supposed he 
had reference to the law in preparing it. Hemay, 
however, have committed an error in that respect, 
Tam not prepared to say. If the Senator has 
looked at the law, he is no doubtcorrect. If the 


bill, as introduced by the Senator from Ohio, be 


ailopted, it will not accomplish the object of equal- 
izing the circuits, but will leave them very un- 
equal, as they noware. The bill, as reported by 
the committee, does accomplish that object, and 
l think it a fair bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state in reply to the 
observation of the Senator from Illinois, that the 
bill as introduced by me does equalize the circuits 
except the one in which Ohio is. It makes that 
circuit much larger than most of the others, but 
if we do not complain of it 1 do not think any one 
else should. According to the plan of the circuits 
as proposed by me, the circuit composed of Rhode 
Island, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and 
Maine, contains 2,360,034 inhabitants; that com- 


ow yt 


posed of Vermont, Connecticut, and New York, | 


contains 4,662,805; that of New Jersey and Penn- 


sylvania, 3,578,401; thatof Maryland, Delaware, | 


and Virginia, 2,395,331; that of Alabama, Louisi- 
ana, Mississippi, Arkansas, and Texas, 3,502,841 ; 
that of North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 


and Florida, 2,894.247; that of Ohio, Indiana, and | 
Michigan, 4,439,652; that of Kentucky, Tennes- | 


see, and Missouri, 3,447,877; thatof Illinois, Wis- 
consin, Minnesota, lowa, and Kansas, 3,441,706. 
Thus Senators will perceive that the circuits are 
equalized as near as may be. If there is any in- 
equality it is in the circuits of which Ohio and 
New York respectively compose part. These are 
the largest circuits, as will be seen more clearly 
by the table to which I have referred: 

Present circuits of the Su 


) Proposed circuits of the Su- 
preme Court of the United 


preme Court of the United 


States. States. 
First circuit. First circuit. 
Rhode Island...... 174,621 Rhode Island...... 174,621 
Massachusetts..... 1,231,065 Massachusetts..... 1,231,065 
New Hampshire... 325,072 New Hampshire... 326,072 


Maine.....«.-. wee eer 


628,276 


2.360.034 


2.360 034 


Second circuit. Second circuit. 


The table of the popula- |) 





Eighth circuit. 
Kentucky... ......1,155,713 


Eighth circuit. 
Kentucky... 





3,447,! 





Ninth curcuit. Ninth circuit. 


' 
i 


Tennessee. . ..1.109,847 ‘Tennessee... ....1,109,847 | 
Missouri ....... «. 1,182,317 Missouri.. .. 1,182,317 
3,447 877 877 


Mississippi....... 791,396 Illinois............ 1,711,753 | 

Arkansas......... 435,427 Wisconsin........ 775.873 
———— Minnesota..... . 172.022 
SD BOUE. . ced cceacce 674,945 
ae MBREBR ccccecs cscs 107,110 


3,441,706 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 


the amendment reported by the Committee on the 





| Judiciary. 


Mr. SHERMAN called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WADE (after first voting in the negative) 
said: I desire tochange my vote. I vote ‘‘ yea,”’ 
with a view to move a reconsideration. 

The result was then announeed—yeas 28, nays 
7; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Browning, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, | 


Cowan, Davis, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Har- 
lan, Harris, Howe, King, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kan- 
sas, Latham, Morrill, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Powell, Rice, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
W ilson—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Carlile, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Saulsbury, Sherman, and Willey—7. 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed 
to. 

Mr. WADE. I hope, sir, that the further con- 
sideration of this bill will be postponed. Ihad no 
idea that this important bill was up to-day. In 
fact, I did not know that the committee had had it 
before them atall. Itis a matter of very great 


| importance, as we consider, to us, how these dis- 
| tricts are arranged, and I do not suppose there is a 


lawyer inOhio who likes this arrangement. I wish 


| | had been consulted upon this important subject 


| even before the committee had reported. Certainly | 


we have had no opportunity to make our views 
known upon it. I hope the further consideration 


| of the bill will be postponed to some future day, 


VarReONt es sc ccvcsd 315,116 Vermont.......... 315,116 
Connecticut. ...... 460,151 Connecticut....... 460,151 
New York........3,887,542 New York ........3,887,542 || 


4,662,809 4,662,809 


Third circuit. 
New Jersey....... 
Pennsylvania..... 


Third circuit. 
New Jersey... 672,031 
Pennsylvania...... 2,906,370 


672,031 


3.578.401 


o 


Fourth circuit. 





.2,906 370 


3,578,401 | 


Fourth circuit. 


Maryland .......0 687,034 Maryland ......... 687,034 
Delaware ......s+. 112.218 Delaware ......... 112,218 
VRIRIS. .cvcrcnces 1,596,079 Virginia........... 1,596,079 


2,395,331 





Fifth circuit. 





2,395,331 | 


Fifth circuit. 














| upon it as early as we conveniently can. 


| certainly thought he was aware of the report of 


and I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What day? 

Mr. WADE. I do not desire to postpone it 
unreasonably, but | want some time to look into 
it. | will say next Monday. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall not object to post- 


,oning it for the purpose of allowing the Senator | 
5 | 


from Ohio to consider it, if he wishes to do so. 


I 


the committee and knew what it was. I will state, 


_ however, that it is important that this bill in some 
| shape should pass at an early day. The Supreme | 


Court has but six judges upon the bench. The 
other three ought to be appointed, but I presume 


they will not be appointed until some bill passes | 


on the subject, and I think it would be best to act 
I will 
not urge the Senator from Ohio to name an earlier 
day than will suithisconvenience. I repeat what 
I said before he came in, that I have certainly go 
tenacity as to the particular arrangements of the 
circuits, and should be very glad indeed if the Sen- 
ator from Ohio can arrange them so that his State 


will unite with some other State that will be more | 


acceptable to them than Kentucky, if it can be 


done with a due regard to population, the business 


| I shall not resist the post 


| to-day; that is, next Monday. 


of the circuits, and the geography of the country. 

onement of the bill to 
any reasonable day, but l hope the Senator will 
name the earliest day that will suit his €onven- 


|| lence. 


Mr. WADE. Well, sir, I propose a week from 
I will state that 


| I had seen the printed bill which was referred to 
| the Judiciary Committee; but I did not know that 


| 


Alabama.......... 964,296 Alabama........ 964,296 
Louisiana......... 709,290 Louisiana......... 709,290 
— Missis«ippi........ 791 ,396 
1,673,586 Arkansas.......... 435,427 
PU ietasek'tieee ed 602,432 
3,502,841 
Sizth circuit. Sizth circuit. 
North Carolina.... 992,667 North Carolina.... 992.667 | 
South Carolina.... 703,812 South Carolina.... 703,812 
Georgia ......0006s 1,057,329 Georgia ........... 1,057,329 
———— Florida ........... 140,439 | | 
2,753,808 a 
— 2,894,247 
Seventh circuit. Seventh circuit. 
GRD. sieaanccscant CA SIEEBin coe acesece 2, 5 
Indiana. .......+.. 1,350,941 Indiana...... o +++ 1 350,941 
RNR. 6 weds au sidbe 1,711,753 Miehigan.......... 749,132 | 
Miechigan.......... 749,112 
—— — 4,439,652 || 


they had acted upon the subject. My colleague, 
I believe, introduced a bill at an early period, 
which met with my approbation; and I did not 
know that it was to be seriously controverted. I 
believe in the House of Representatives also they 
have reported a bill making a different arrange- 
ment of these circuits. Certainly I did not sup- 


pose so important a subject would be taken up at 
this time when it was very doubtful whether we 
had a quorum. I did not know that the Judiciary 
Committee had passed upon it, or even taken it 
into consideration; for I intended to make my 
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| The Chair hears none. 
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| objections known to them before they reported. 
.-1,155,713 || 


I hope it will be postponed. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
postponing the further consideration of this bil] 


| until Monday next. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe we have madea 
special order for Monday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was for Mon- 
day week. 

Mr. WADE. Before the question is put on the 
motion to postpone, I desire to enter a motion to 
reconsider the vote just taken agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
motion will be entered, if there be no objection. 
The question recurs on 
the motion to postpone the further consideration 
of this bill to Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire to have a short exec- 
utive session, and I make that motion. 

Mr. WILSON. I withdraw my motion for 
that purpose. 

The motion of Mr. Grimes was agreed to; and 
the Senate proceeded to the consideration of exec- 
utive business; and after some time spent therein, 
the doors were reopened, and 


The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, January 6, 1862. 

The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain of the Senate, Rev. Byron Sun- 
DERLAND, as follows: 

O God, who holdest all things in Thy hands, 
and usest them as the ministers of Thy pleasure, 
we commit our country, our rulers, our soldiers, 
and the whole people to Thy keeping. Make us 
pure and just. Give us courage and faith in the 
mighty struggle of freedom and religion. Make 
us cautious and prudent, but yet brave and bold 
to strike for the eternal right against the appall- 
ing madness and guilt of this rebellion. Give to 


| the Representatives of the collected States and of 








the destiny of this great people, wisdom and un- 
derstanding, that they may not pause—that they 


| may not hesitate—that they may not parley in 


vain speech or idle question; but that they may 


| give the most speedy and the most effectual meas- 


ures of moral, monetary, and martial power, to 
strike in the front this great conspiracy, and to 
clothe the whole coast-line of the Republic with 
muniments, impregnable and invincible, against 


| the armed wiles and wickedness of foreign arro- 


gance and malice. For this great miracle we pray, 
O Thou supreme giver of the gifts of men; and 
we will ever render hearty thanks, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
FEEDING DISABLED HORSES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


| munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 


ting,in compliance with a resolution of the House 
of December 2, 1861, information in regard to 
feeding disabled horses during the winter; which 
was laid upon the table, and ordered.to be printed. 


STEVENS S IRON STEAM BATTERY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secrétary of the Navy, 
transmitting the report of the board of examiners 
on the iron steam battery constructing at Hobo- 
ken by Edward A. Stevens; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NAVY PAY AND ALLOWANCES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
transmitting an answer to’a resolution of the 
House requiring an annual statement of the pay 
and allowance of officers of the Navy and marine 
corps; which was. laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PENNSYLVANIA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House tes- 
timony in the contested-election case in the third 

















1862. i 


ee 
congressional district of Pennsylvania, between 
John Kline versus John P. Verree; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Elections, and ordered | 
to be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, from the special com- 
mittee on Government contracts, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, | 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of Public Printing be 
directed to print, from time to time for the use of the com- 
mittee, the testimony taken by the select committee to 
investigate the contracts made with the Government. 


CUAPLAINS IN THE ARMY. 
Mr. FESSENDEN offered the following reso- | 
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lution, and the Secretary,in accordance no doubt || chusetts, and Pennsylvania; it proposed that the 


with the practice of his office, simply transmitted | 
that report to us and refers us to it. 

To a resolution asking simply whether an in- 
vestigation has been had upon a particular point, | 
the answer is that the General-in-Chief of the | 
Army is of opinion that an inquiry on the subject |! 
of the resolution would at this time be injurious || 
to the public service. If the answer had been 
that it would be injurious to the public service to 
say whether any steps or proceedings had been 
taken to ascertain who was at fuult, the answer 
might have been incredible, but still it would have 
been an answer in form at least. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he must | 
submit the proposition which the gentleman claims | 





lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
directed to inquire into the expediency ot providing twe 
chaplains for each brigade, with the rank and pay of gaptain 
of cavalry, to be selected by the President from regimental 
chaplains now in service, with the provision that not more 
than one fourth of the chaplains at any one time shall 
belong to the same ecclesiastical body. 


DUTIES ON TEA, COFFEE, AND SUGAR. 
Mr. STEVENS. lLask the unanimous consent 


of the House for leave to report, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, a joint resolution ex- 


planatory of an act entitled ‘An act to increase | 
the duties on tea, coffee, and sugar,’’ approved | 


24th December, 1861. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Let the bill go to 
the Committee of the Whele, and I have no ob- 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object 
to its introduction ? 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Ido. Ithink we 


have a lesson upon this matter of hasty legislation | 


in the last legislation upon this subject. 
The SPEAKER. Then it cangot be received 
at this me. 
FRANKING OF SOLDIERS’ LETTERS. 
_Mr. SHERMAN offered the following resolu- 
tion: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be, and are hereby, instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of, and to report to this House, a bill authorizing 
military chaplains to frank the letters and other mailable 


matter of all members of their respective regiments, or of | 


the employés of the Governmentat the military post where 
such chaplain may be stationed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON objected; and the resolu- | 


tion went over under the rule. 


STEAM FIRE DEPARTMENT IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. DUELL introduced the following resolu- | 


tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be directed to inquire into the expediency of reporting 


a bill to this House providing for the establishment of a i 


steam fire department in the city of Washington, similar 
to the one in operation in the city of Philadelphia, and of 
providing a sufficient number of reservoirs in different parts 
of the city for the use of the said fire department. 


BATTLE OF BALL’S BLUFF. 
Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Mr. Speaker, 


I rise to a question of privilege. On the second 


day of the present session a resolution was adopted || 
by the House in relation to the battle of Ball’s 

Bluff. The resolution proposed no investigation | 
whatever. It did not require the disclosure of | 
any fact or circumstance which had been ascer- | 


tained by any investigation already had. Itsim- 
ly requested the Secretary of War to inform the 


f 
ouse whether any, and if any what, measures | 


had been taken to ascertain who was responsible 
for a disastrous battle. It did not demand the 


name of the person, nor even ask whether there 
was any such person. 


The resolution was referred by the Secretary | 
of War to the Adjutant General, and was by him | 


submitted to the General-in-Chief, as appears by 
the report of the Adjutant General laid upon our 
tables. The General-in-Chief, I am willing to be- 


lieve, did not read the resolution, because I would | 


not impute to any one concerned an intention to 


trifle with the House, or to return an evasive an- | 
swer. If he did reat it, he entirely mistook its | 


point and purport. He seems to have received 


the impression that the resolution proposed a fu- | 
ture Investigation, and that of a very general char- | 


acter; and laboring under this misapprehension 

he expressed an opinion to the Adjutant General, 

upon which that officer made to the Secretary o 
ar @ report In no sense responsive to the reso- 





to be a question of privilege to the House, to de- | 
cide whether it is a question of privilege which || 
they will entertain, before any discussion can be | 
had. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I was endeav- 
oring to pave the way toa decision of the question 
| of privilege, by bringing to the House and to the 

Chair the knowledge that to an appropriate reso- 

lution an answer has been sent here, perhaps in- 
| advertently, which is wholly evasive and non- | 
responsive to the resolution. ai 
|| ‘The SPEAKER put to the House the question 
| whether they would entertain as a question of 
|| privilege the matter stated by the gentleman from | 
| New York,and it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I was about to | 
say that if the resolution had called upon the War 
Department to disclose the name of the person | 
culpable, and an answer had come here that it 
| would not be compatible with the public interest 
| to disclose the name, the answer might have been 
preposterous, but still it would have been an an- 
swer in form, and responsive. But here comesa 
| communication professing to be an answer, which 

neither answers the interrogatory nor informs us | 
| that in the opinion of any person it would be in- 
jurious to the public service to answer it. The 
reply does not indeed refer at all or relate at all to | 
the point of the inquiry. To a question whether | 
|| a particular thing has been done, the Adjutant | 
| General reports that, in the opinion of the Gencral- | 
in-Chief, it would be injurious to do some other | 
thing. 

This, however inadvertent it may have been, 
raises a very high question of privilege. We sit | 
here as the Representatives of the people; we sit 
here as their only Representatives. In our or- 
| ganism this is the only place to which the people | 
can come, or in which their voices can be heard, || 
| and among the most undeniable and sacred of their 
|| prerogatives is the right to inquire into their own 
\| affairs. When they do inquire they are entitled, 
if not to an answer, at least to have the servant 
| of whom the inquiry is made say that in his opin- 
| ion it is ill-timed and injudicious; and until we | 
| desert our trusts and become accomplices in tram- | 

pling upon popular rights, we cannot pass over | 
| an instance like this, even in an ordinary and un- 

important case. A precedent of this sort once || 
established, such a practice once tolerated, and 
particularly from the military element in the Gov- 
ernment, and from that hour the most robust of 
our instincts would languish; the most vital of our 
reliances would decay. 1 say that in case of an 
|| ordinary matter it is not to be endured, but that 
even in common-place and trivial concerns, the 
| right of inquiry ought to be jealously preserved. 

But this is no ordinary matter. The resolution 
relates to a great national concern; it relates to | 
an event which I believe to be the most atrocious | 
military murder ever committed in our héstory as | 
a people. It relates toa lost field; to a disastrous | 
and humiliating battle; to a decisive triumph of 
|| rebellion. It relates to something more; it relates 
to a blunder so gross that all men can see it—no 
| man has ever dared deny or defend it—a blunder 
| which, besides position, besides defeat, besides 
arms and munitions of war, cost us confessedly | 
nine hundred and thirty men, many of them the 
very pride and flower of the States from which 
they came. 
| The resolution proposed, in respect to the mem- 
ory of the lost, in sympathy to the multitude of 
mourners who lament them, in deference to pub- 
lic propriety and self-respect, that the nation || 
|| should be assured that the military authorities || 
| had taken some notice of this prodigal and need- || 
'| less slaughter of the sons of New York, Massa- | 











nation should know that some proceeding had 
taken place, something open or secret, formal or 
informal; if not all that military usage requires, 
then something or other, or an apology for some- 
thing. 

Now, sir, if there is any objection to this; if 
there is any objection to our knowing whether the 
2ist of October has been passed over as a mere 
ripple in the current of events, then, in the name 
of my people, I demand that those whose business 
it is to answer should stand up and stand out and 
say so, With that view I have prepored a reso- 
lution which I propose to submit, and although 


| this question of privilege may not allow me to do 


so, I shall feel grateful to the House if I may be 
indulged in going into the subject of the resolu- 
tion, and assigning my reasons for pressing an in- 
quiry. We have a committee appointed to inves- 
tigate the conduct of the war, and if it is known, 
and known at this time, that the disaster at Ball’s 
Bluff is likely to be embraced in their inquiry, 


| facts and witnesses will be presented to the com- 
| mittee, 


The House is no doubt aware that the battle of 
sall’s Bluff, like many other things, has been made 
the subject of an issue between the regular Army 
and the volunteers. Brigadier General Stone, who 
was at the time commanding the division from 
which the detachment came which fought the bat- 
tle, or attempted to fightit, isan officer of the reg- 
ular Army, and Colonel Baker, to whom, after a 
time, the command, or a part of the command, 
was assigned, was a volunteer. The friends of 
these two officers have indulged in much angry 
controversy as to which should bear the blame; 
and on the one side the cause has been espoused 
as if its appropriate office was to fasten some 
stigma on the volunteer service, and to determine 
certain questions of precedence and merit between 
West Point and the volunteers for the Union, A 
writer in the New York Times stated, some time 
ago, that the friends of Colonel Baker would move 
an investigation, but that they had better not, for 
if they did the friends of General Stone would re- 
taliate, and make it recoil upon Baker and damage 
his memory. Mr. Speaker, I have no sympathy 
with this controversy to indulge in here. I have 


| no patience with it asan obstacle to investigation. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States, by Mr. Nico- 
LAY, his Private Secretary. 

Also, a message notifying the House that the 
President had approved and signed a bill to in- 


| crease the duties on tea, coffee, and sugar; 


An act making an appropriation for gunboats 
on the western rivers; and 
A joint resolution expressive of the recognition 


| by Congress of the gallant and patriotic services 


of the late Brigadier General Lyon, and the offi- 
cers and soldiers under his command, at the battle 


| of Springfield, Missouri. 


BATTLE OF BALL'S BLUFF—AGAIN. 
Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I was saying, 


| Mr. Speaker, that I have no toleration for the con- 


troversy between these officers, as far as it has 
been used to trade upon the affections and to hush 
and scare off, with the friends of either party, in- 
vestigationand inquiry. The effect ofdisclosing the 
truth on either of these officers or on both of them 
ought notin my judgment to weigh one feather 
against an investigation being had. Hit whomit 
muy, | believe the truth should be known. Sup- 
pose its revelation shall shorten the plume of a 


| dead Senator—what then? Is that a reason, ina 
| great publicconcern like this, why we should hush 


investigation, or falsify the truth of history ? Sup- 
pose, on the other hand, it turns out that a briga- 
dier general, bred at West Point, an officer of the 
regular Army, holding the acting position of a 


| major general, commanding a division containing 
| thousands of our countrymen, charged with their 


safety, their honor, and their lives; suppose, Isay, 
it turns out that such a brigadier general is a mar- 
tinet and not a soldier; suppose he turns out to be 
half-way, either in his soldiership or his loyalty: 
is thata reason why investigation should be muz- 
zled or throttled out of regard to his feelings or the 
feelings of his caste? Shall we proclaim indulgence 
for ignorance and incompetency, immunity for 
barbarous negligence, silence for military crimen, 
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even though arevelation of the truth would soilthe || enemy, should be provided not only with means 


rlittering plumage of the highest officer in the ar- 
mies ofthe Republic? No,sir; whoeveris respons- 
ible for that fatal field, if he yet lives, ought to be 
knees imploring forgiveness for the 
there committed. If Baker did 


nightly on his 
miv y murdet h 


it, was a grievous fault, and grievously hath 
Baker answered it.’’ If Stone did it, he bearsa 
weight of guilt greater, far greater, than many 
a man has atoned for with his life, who suffered 

hey the judgm nt of military tribunals, whose 


mode ration and imparti lity hy ive hevet been de- 


nicd. Whatisthe personal fat 


or the personal fame 


ofudozen generals when compared with the preser- 
vation, the security, the maintenance of that great 
Army now standing in the field? With six hun- 
dred thousand men—more men, I will hazard the 
assertion, than any knows what to do with— 


with sixty-three t iousand cavalry—although we 
were told in July we needed none—more cavalry 
than any man will ever find a place for; with an 


en formonths 
have been doing 


outgzo of $2,000, 000a day, we hav 
guarding a beleaguered city. We 
something mcre. Weh ive been m iking now and 
then a and almost as often as we have 
made one we have been outnumbered and ignomin- 
ious!y defeated. 1] have 
of this sort sometimes occur wh 
but w 


n advance; 


ir, thatresults 
n human fore- 
hen they occur 


no doubt, s 


sight cannot prevent them; 
from rross m oie nee or ignorance, and we all 
know it, Tsay it! 


and to hold them up 


vehooves us to Investigate them, 
,»inorderthat we may see round 
and round, who is 1 wm. If we 
indemnity for the past, in the name 


nonsible for tl 


cannot have 


of humanity let us have security for the future. 
If we are to preserve the military principle at all, 
let us preserve the whole of it. If not, introduce 


into the Army the democratic 
an order Is 


principle, and when 
given put it to a vote whether it shall 
be obe yt dornot;: butif orders are to be implicitly 
obeyed, let us have responsibility, rigid responsi- 
bility, on the part of those who give them. 
Wow, sir, let me look a few moments at this 
battle of Ball’s Bluff,in order to see whether those 
who managed it exercised that care and caution 
which the law exacts of the pilot ofa ship, of the 
‘er who runs a railroad train, of the captain 
steamboat carrying pass or whether it 
of care and skill, 
with a reckless disreeard of ordinary prudence, 
On the 


engine 
ota nvers; 


was managed with an absences 


of Virginin, was occupied by insurgents. The 
force with which they held it amounted to not 
less than six thousand men. At the same time | 
Poolesville, in the State of Maryland, was occu- 


pied by Union forces, and was the headquarters 
of a brigadier general. Between these two posi- 
tions, thus occupied, there rolled a swift and swol- 
len river, with an island in the channel, nearest 
the Maryland side, three miles in length and two 
hundred yards across. On the same side of the 


river with Leesburg, and within a day’s march of | 


that place, lay General McCall, commanding a di- 
vision containing fifleen regiments, which marched 
fully eleven thousand men, If Leesburg were to 
be attacked, or ifareconnoissance in force were to 
be made in that direction, one of the first wonders 
in this case is that the work should have been as- 
sigued to General Stone’s division, divided as it 
was from the scene of action by a great river—in- 
deed by two great rivers—when the division of 
General McCall was within a day’s march of the 
spot, with neither river, mountain, nor barrier to 
be traversed. Those who, stimulated by curi- 
osity not unnatural at a time like this, have re- 
freshed their military history, or dipped into mil- 
itary books, or picked up the current smattering 
of military knowledge, have not failed to observe 
that a river unbridged and unfordable is regarded 
as one of the most tormidable and perilous obsta- 
cles to military advance. Of all the barriers 
not absolutely impassable, nothing—if ordinary 
sources of information are to be relied upon—is to 
be so much dreaded by an attacking army, so 
much to be shunned at any cost, as a deep, rapid 
stream, without wharfage or bridges; and this 
even when means of floating transportation are 
abundant and prepared. Common sense has so 
much to do with tis that any man who has ever 
seen arullery move may, without presumption, 
assume to know and comprehend it. 

Another fact which a civilian may be allowed 
to state is, thatan army or detachment attempt- 
ing to cress a stream of this sort, in the face of an 


21st of October, Leesburg, in the State | 


of transportation sufficient to throw it over to the 
attack, but to bring it off, and bring it off expe- 
ditiously and securely in case of adefeat. A pon- 
toon train, if an intrenched bridge cannot be had, 
a flotilla of batteaux, boats, rafts, something, is 
the very least, if we may rely on ordinary author- 
ities, Which will suffice to meet the requirements 
of common prudence. But in this case two rivers 
seem not to have been considered of much account 
in hindering the advance of an army; they were 
held of importance so slight that a division lying 
on the fighting side of the river was not brought 
into requisition atall, noteven to protect the cross- 
ing and the landing, nor to cover a retreat. But 
the whole work was assigned tothe trans-Potomac 
division of General Stone. 


This work was not an unexpected or impulsive 


one. On the contrary, crossing the river there- 
abouts, and crossing at or about that time, had 
occupied for days the attention of officers and men. 
The landing-place, the crossing-place, had been 
selected, for on the day before, several hundreds 
of the Massachusetts fifteenth and twentieth had 
been thrown over to the island, and from the 
island to the bluff. The crossing-place was one of 
the most remarkable—confessedly one of the most 
dangerous that could have been possibly selected. 
The landing-place was a bank of clay ten or fif- 
teen feet high, abrupt, almost perpe ndicular, sur- 
mounted by a rugged bluif one hundred or one 
hundred and fifty feet in height. 

The region round about was what lumbermen 
would call a ** wooden country.’’ Timber grew 
in great abundance in every direction, Within 
twelve miles of the crossing-place was a saw-mill. 
Irom that saw-mill—which was situated some 
half a mile from the river and canal—to the river 
and canal ran a railroad, for the purpose of trans- 
porting lumber from the mill to the canal. Round 
about this mill, on the railroad, and piled on the 
canal, wasan abundance of timber, round, square, 
and sawed. What could have been done with it? 
We all know, and we all know how quickly it 
would have been done. We know what would 
have been done if nobody but Massachusetts had 
been there. Not to know that would be to forget 
that when General Butler called upon the work- 
ing men of a Massachusetts regiment to step for- 
ward the whole regiment advanced, and that in 
the regiment were found a plenty of men who 
could sail the Ironsides, and build and run a loco- 
motive engine. Boats and rafts enough to float 
thousands could have been put afloat in a few 
hours, and a bridge would not, I am informed, 
have been the work of more than a day anda 
night. 

But timber was not the only means of trans- 
portation there at hand, It was not necessary to 
go to Washington, nor to Seneca Mills, nor even 
to the forest, to find water craft and materials for 
bridging. Thesamecanal of which I have spoken, 
and which ran on the very bank of the river, 
floated a very large number of boats upon it—so 
large a number that, in a single day and night, 
boats enough could have been brought into requi- 
sition to float all the troops needed for the expe- 
dition, and particularly if arope had been stretched 
across to pull them from side to side, in place of 
their being poled up the current and out into the 
stream, and then left to drift down and strike the 
opposite shore. Iam informed thatat convenient 
distances there are facilities adapted and intended 
for the transfer of boats from the canal to the 
river. 

Notwithstanding this, notwithstanding Wash- 
ington Was only about thirty-six miles distant by 
canal, notwithstanding timber on the canal, at the 
mill, in the tree, was there in abundance, no one 
of these means was brought into requisition. No 
pontoons, no attempt to bridge the river, not a 
raft, nota batteau, not a boat from the canal or 

] , - rn . ? ° re 
elsewhere, exceptas I shall state. There was not 
even a hawser nor rope provided, not even axes. 

Two weeks before this, however, an order had 
been given to construct five flatboats and two 
skiffs—to construct them at Edwards’s Ferry, a 
point on the river some four miles below. Three 
of those boats were brought up from Edwards’s 
Ferry to this fatal crossing-place. Two of them 


were used in the channel between the Maryland 
shore and Harrison’s island, and one of them was 
used between the island and the bluff. And in 
this latter channel was also a single row-boat. 


i 


January 6, 








These four boats, two in either channel, consti- 
tuted the whole means of transportation upon 
which the expedition was based. 

These boats have been called scows, and I have 
taken some pains to know what they were. They 
were flatboats, made of hemlock stuff, I think 
inch and a quarter or inch and a half stuff. M 
colleague on my right can tell me whether I state 
the thickness correctly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inch anda half. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. My colleague 
says inch and a half stuff. They were about 
twenty feet in length and of corresponding width. 
They had no oars nor any other means of motion, 
There ‘was, as I said, no rope or hawser to work 
them by. They were navigated by being loaded 
and then poled up stream and out into the cur- 
rent, and then allowed to drift or float down and 
across until they struck the bank on the other 
side. gSometimes they would strike at the land- 
ing place, sometimes they would hit the shore far 
below, and be hauled and poled back to the Jand- 
ing place. 

These boats were of sufficient capacity to carry 
about half a company, some thirty-five men each, 
and the average time occupicd in crossing from 
Maryland to the island. was about three quarters 
of an hour, leaving the island and the remaining 
channel still to be traversed. The House will get 
some idea of the rapidity with which this trans- 
portation could be carried on by the operations of 
the night before the day of which [am speaking. 
Before Colonel Baker is understood to have had 
command of the expedition, Colonel Devin was 
ordered to cross four companies of the Massachu- 
setts fifteenth. He did cross them. He com- 
menced at two o’clock in the morning, and it was 
sunrise before he was ready to take up the line 
of march, showing that more than an hour was 
necessary for the purpose of throwing one com- 
pany from the Maryland shore to Ball’s Bluff. 

Colonel Baker’s orders came to him about two 
| o’clock in the morning, and found him sleeping 

in his tent. He commenced his crossing at sun- 
rise. Without any wharf to lie to, without any 
| hawser or rope to stretch across the river, the em- 
barkation and transportation of troops, cannon, 
and munitions of war was of course a slow and 
| tantalizing process. Eleven o’clock had come 
when only a commencementhad been made. At 
this timea boat was found in the canal, and meas- 
| ures were taken totransferittothe river. Whether 
this was observed on the otherside I cannot say, 
but the time had come when it was too late to 
mend the matter or correct mistakes, for the rebel 
fire had opened upon the slender detachment which 
| had crossed. From that time the boats began to 
pole back with the bleeding and the slain. The 
house on Harrison’s island had already become 
| a hospital, and every room in it was occupied by 
| wounded and dying men. 

But still the crossing went on. Seventy-five 
| hundred men, according to General Stone, were 
| detailed for the expedition; but not more than 
seventeen or eighteen hundred men ever saw the 
field. Those who crossed crawled up the muddy, 
slippery bank of clay; and from there, by a wind- 
| ing path, they climbed to the summit of the bluff 
which lay beyond. The guas were dismounted, 
and dragged and lifted up with great difficulty and 
| delay. All this hard and perilous ascent led to 
no field of fair fighting, but only to a trap, an 
ambush, a slaughter-pen, a Golgotha. The bluff 
was a mile in length up and down the river, and 
the landing and ascent were made in the middle of 
| it. Behind this point was a six-acre lot, skirted 
| by woods on three sides. Into this burial ground, 
one by one, as the boat brought them over, went 
up the devoted seventeen hundred. Their steps, 
| like tracks to the lion’s den, all pointed in one 
direction, from which there was never to be a 
return. Behind them rolled a deep river, which 
could never be repassed. Before them, and sur- 
rounding them onevery side, wasa tree-slicltered 
| and skulking foe of three or four times their num- 
' ber. Their movements had been watched from 
| the start; and the rebels had prepared for them a 
| feast of death, and had calculated the number of 
guests who should partake of it. When that 
number had been poled and drifted over, the 
dreadful revelry commenced. It was the refine- 
| mentof cruelty, and dealt exactly with its vicums. 
| They had been sent over too few to remain, and 

too many to return—a larger number might have 
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held the position, and dispensed with means of 
retreat; a smaller number might have escaped by 
the boats; but the seventeen hundred had only to 
stand fast and perish. ‘ 

Nobly did they fulfill their destiny. Desperate 
stubbornness and heroic courage served only to 
gild with unts of glory the bloody picture of their 














te. 

” In an hour, in less than an hour, the field was 
a hell of fire, raging from every side. The battle 
was lost before it had begun. It was from the 
outset a mere sacrifice, a sheer immolation, with- 
out a promise of success or a hope of escape. It 
was worse than the charge of the Light srigade, 
and as England’s poet has said of the six hundred, 
~ Cannon to right of them, 

Cannon to leit of them, 

Cannon in front of them, 

Volleyed and thundered.” 

Well might the historian here, ejaculate with 
the poet there, 

«‘ Some one has blundered.”’ 

We all know the result. Those who did not 
die upon the field were forced down the steep bank 
behind them to the brink of the river. Here, to 
save theirarms,from the enemy, they threw them 
into the stream, and many sought, and more 
found, a watery grave. The Ist act of this ter- 
rible tragedy of blunders, if not the saddest, was 
the most sickening and appalling of them all. 
The flatboat, which by poling and -drifting had 
been made to ply between the island and the blaff, 
was now laden with the mangled, the weary, and 
the dying—too heavily laden—and the quick and 
dead, in one struggling mass, went down together 
in that doleful river, and never rose again. Lees- 
burg was illuminated that night, illuminated by 
patricides and rebels, and another laurel was 
added to Big Bethel, Bull Run, the blockade of the 
Potomac, and the tame surrender of arms in the 
navy-yards and arsenals. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, was the battle of Ball’s 
Bluff. Such it stands to-day upon the page of his- 
tory. The mourners for that batthe—those who 
suffered most severely in it—are the States of New 
York, Massachusetts,and Pennsylvania. To those 
States it was the battle of Canna, for the very pride 
and flower of their young men were among its 
victims. No wonder that the Army and the coun- 
try burn with indignation at 

* The deep damnation of their taking off.” 

No wonder that twenty millions of people and 
their presses are yet discussing whether the battle 
was foughton orders issued by General Stone,oron 
forged orders, or on no orders at all. No wonder 
that weariness, distrust, and paralysis is settling 
upon the public heart. We have seemingly no 
thorough system of accountability, and we need 
to commence one now. I hope we shall begin 
with the subject now before us. Let the Army 
and the Government know that the people and the 
Representatives of the people are in grim earnest. 
Let mismanagement and drowsiness tremble and 
wake up. Ball’s Bluff cries aloud for scrutiny, 
and | hope the war committee will think so, and 
probe it thoroughly, unrestrained by any state- 
ment that the public interest does not require it, 
come from what quarter it may. Since the pub- 


lication of the report of the Adjutant General re- | 


specting the army of the West and the division of 
General Frémont, no man ought to be asked to 
believe that the publication of anything can be 
injurious to anybody. 
consented to the publication of thatextraordinary 
and anomalous anton would be estopped in 


a court of justice from objecting to giving pub- | 


licity to anything under heaven relating to the 
Army as calculated todoharm. Atall events, we 
shall be safe in exposing and branding the author 
or authors of a monstrous mistake, which has 
already been told in Gath, and published in the 
streets of Ascalon. 

Now, sir, | mean to be explicit in what T say 
about the battle of Ball’s Bluff, and therefore I 
will make several plain points upon it which I 
say call loudly for explanation, if they can be 
explained. ; 

las: ame that an attack on Leesburg, ora move- 
ment upon it, was justifiable at the time, and then 
I direct attention to the following propositions, in 
the light of the facts at which I have glanced. 

In the first place, the division of General Mc- 


Call, numbering eleven thousand men, was on the | 
same side of the river with Leesburg, and within | 
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a few hours’ march, uninterrupted by any formi- 
dable barrier, and yet these troops were not em- 
ployed in the attack, nor made use of at all, but 
another division was selected lying on the oppo- 
site side of the Potomac. 

In the second place, the point of crossing se- 
lected was one of the worst and most dangerous 
to be found for many miles. 

In the third place, there was a want of trans- 
portation, insomuch that means of crossing abso- 
lutely indispensable were wholly unprovided, al- 
though they might easily have been procured. 

In the fourth place, the number of men sent 
over to Ball’s Bluff was wholly insufficient, and 
this though more than the needed number were 
close at hand. 

In the fifth place, no reinforcements came to the 
rescue, although, aside from the command of Gen- 
eral McCall, there were troops and artillery on | 
both sides of the river while the engagement was 
progressing, and within four miles of the field of 
battle. 

All these grounds of censure may be answered 
and explained. If they can be explained, it is 
justto the living and the dead that an opportunity 
should beafforded. If they cannot be explained, 
then for reasons higher still inquiry ought not 
to slumber. We have had long chapters of acci- 
dents for which no one is blamed, though some 
oneisto blame. Battlesand positions givenaway, 
and no court-martial, no court of inquiry, no one 
shot, no one disgraced—nothing but promotions 
My par- 
ticular object to-day is to learn whether the mili- 
tary authorities have in any manner looked into 
the proceedings of the Qlst of October on the up- 
per Potomac, and in order to obtain that informa- 
tion I offer the following resolution. 


frowlng out of inglorious occurrences, 


The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas, on the second day of the session, this louse 
adopted a resolution, of which the following is a copy: 

* Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested, if 
not incompatible with the public interest, to report to this 
[louse whether any, and if any what, measures have been 
taken to ascertain who is respousible for the disastrous 
movement of our troops at Ball’s Bluff ;” 

And whereas on the 16th of December, the Secretary of 
War returned an answer, whereof the following is a copy: 

War Department, December 12, 1861. 

Sir: T have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a 
resolution of the House of Representatives calling for cer 
tain information with regard to the disastrous movement of 
our troops at Ball’s Bluff, and to transmit to you a report 
of the Adjutant General of the United States Army, from 
which you will pereeive that a compliance with the reso 
lution, at this time, would, in the opinion of the General 
in-Chiet, be injurious to the pubiie service. 

Very re pectiully, SIMON CAMERON, 

Secretary of War. 
Hon. G. A. Grow, : 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
DJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Wasutneton, December 11, 1861. 
Sir: In compliance with your instructions T bave the 
honor to report, in reference to the resolution of the honor- 
able the House of Representatives, received the 3d instant, 
“that the Secretary of War be requested, if not incompat 
ible with the public interest, to report to this [louse whether 
any, and if any what, measures have been taken to ascer 
tain Who is responsible tor the disastrous movement of our 
troops at Ball’s Biuff;*? that the General-in Chief of the 
Army is of opinion an inquiry on the subject of the resolu 
tion would, at this time, be injurious to the publie service. 
The resolution is herewith respectfully returned. 
Respectiully submitted, L. THOMAS, 
Adjutant General. 
flon. SECRETARY OF War, Washington: 


Therefore, 


Resolved, That the said answer is not responsive, nor | 


satisfietory to the House, and that the Secretary be directed 
to return a iurtuer answer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to propound an 
inquiry to the Chair, an@ that is whether this is 
a privileged question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING 
gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Isthe resolution of the 
gen leman from New York a privileged question, 
such as can be sustained if objection is made to it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the ques- 
tion to the House to decide whether it is a priv- 
ileged question. The Chair will have the rule 
read under which he acts. 

The rule was read, as follows: 


l yield to the 


‘** Whenever the Speaker is of opinion that a question of 


privilege is involved in a proposition, he must entertain it 
| in preterence to any other business. And when a proposi 
tion is submitted which relates to the privileges of the 


House, it is his duty to entertain it, at least to the extent ot 


submitting the question to the House as to whether or not 
it presents a question of privilege.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, under that 
rule, it is his duty to submit the question to the 
House for their decision. The question is whether 
the House will sntertain the resolution as a mat- 
ter of privilege. 

Mr. STEVENS. I thought the House had 
already decided that it was, 

The SPEAKER. The House decided that they 
would entertain the general subject, not this reso- 
lution, which had not been introduced at the tine, 

Mr. RIC] j A RDSON. That is the Port l make. 

The SPEAKER submitted to the House the 
question whether they would entertain the reso- 
lution as a question of privilege, and it was de- 
cided in the atirmative. 

So the resolution was before the House for con- 
sideration, 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. LIcall the pre- 
vious question upon the resolution, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. | IL appeal to the gentle- 
man from New York to yield to me, after the 
statement he has made. ; 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not propose to fol 
low the gentleman from New York in the remarks 
he has submitted here. | propose to speak only 
in reference to one branch of the subject which 
has been discussed. Ldonotunderstand that there 
exists anywhere, through the length and breadth 
of this broad land—in the Army, or among civil- 
lans—any question reflecting upon the character 
of the late Colonel Baker, or of the gallant men 
who fell at Ball’s Bluff. It is not a matter of con- 
sideration or of investigation. Itis nota subject 
of Inquiry. If there is any point in which the 
whole country, civil and military, acquiesce, !t is 
that Colonel Baker and those who fought and sur- 
vived, and who fought and fell with him, dis- 
played as much courage, as much gallantry, and 
as much bravery, as have been displayed any- 
where upon this continent in any war, ‘That, 
therefore, is a question out of consideration. ltis 
one which needs no investigation anywhere, and 
itis one which ought not to be lugged into this 
debate. 

‘There is another question, however, which does 
pertain to this debate. After the experiences of 
this Llouse, it becomes its dignity to inquire 
whether we have the right and power to apply 
correctives to what we find wrong. On the first 
day of this sesstn gentlemen, without considera- 
tion, Without consultation, without the delibera- 
tion of the House, pledged themselves to do cer- 
tain things in relation to the arrestof Mason and 
Slidell. ‘The authorities, who in this Government 
had control of the matter, have not backed you 
upinit. Whatpositiondo youoceupy? Is your 
dignity vindicated ? Have we maintained our own 
self-respect?) Ifnot,why? We have interfered 
with matters which did not belong to us, and over 
which we have no control, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Will my colleague pardon 
meamoment. Ido not wish to interrupt the dis- 
cussion, but the assumption that the authorities 
ure against the Governmentand the House, in re- 
lation to Commodore Wilkes, Lthink isunfounded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague does not 
understand what authority 1 alluded to. The 
President of the United States and the Secretary 

| of State, who had control of this matter, were the 
authorities to which I alluded. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. [misunderstood my colleague. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I knew he did, for I 
knew my colleague would not take issue with me 
upon the fact. Wecannot control this Mason and 
| Slidell affair. It belongs to other departments 
| of the Government, and those departments of ihe 


Government have ucted upon their responsibility. 
I am not going to discuss that action. What 


does the gentleman from New York propose to do 
now? He proposes to investigate the disaster at 
Ball’s Bluff. Suppose you find that somebody now 
living is at fault: what are you going to do next? 
Discuss it before a town meeting? Is that the 
way you conduct armies, fight battles, and carr 
on wars? [tis unheard of in our legislation. We 
must trust something to the other departments of 
the Government. This war isnot managed by offi- 
cers of my choice. I am willing to trust all war 
matters to those gentlemen who are to lead the 
| Army; and! am unwilling to throw any obstacles 


in their way. 
that where blunders and errors of judgment have 
been committed, that if the officers who commit- 
ted them survive, they will not be intrusted with 
commands hereafter. If they are dead, we ought 
not to cast any obloquy over their memories. 
This House may subject the matter to an inves- 


- . . . | 
tigation of a committee; it may determine that 


certain persons are responsible, but the command- 
ing general, the War Department, the officers to 
whom we must trust the management of our 
armies, may differ with the House of Representa- 
uves, 

Whatisthe remedy? What do you propose to 


do? ‘To raise an issue between the Army and the 


House of Representatives, with which to divide 
the gountry? Who will be successful in 


will be crippled by this thing, and you cannot ad- 
vanee the cause in which we are to engage. 


may imperil our success. You may aid, not in- 


tentionally | know, this very rebellion against the | 


Government Iam anxious that our Army should 
move. think the time has come when they ought 
to make amovement. Our troops have had time 
enough to become drilled, and they ought to be 
prepared for a movement. Let us not throw our- 
selves in the way of those who have the respons- 
ibility. Their responsibility is great enough. If 
the Hlouse of Representatives assumes to direct 
our foreign relations, manage our armies, and con- 
trol everything which relates to our country at the 
same time, they will have more than they can 
attend to. They will find enough to do in legiti- 
mate matters of legislation, without attending to 
anything else. 


Now, lam inclined to the opinion that there |} 


are men in the Army, somewhere or other, who 
know quite as much about military affairs as any 
member of this House. I am sure they have 
studied it quite as much, and that they have 
thought about it quite as much; and would it not 


he better for us and for the country, and more sat- | 


isfactory to all, to leave those officers who are at 


the head of the Army to fight our battles, than to | 


undertake to do it here? Sir, | would not have 
this House do anything to lower its dignity and 
influence. 


sition asstened us under the Constitution of the 
United States. I do not think this House, or its 
committee, is the proper tribunal to investigate 
battles at this time. It is usual, where a com- 
manding officer in the field commits a mistake or 
blunder, to bring him before a court of inquiry— 
a court-martial, 
and | would rather trust the commanding general 


of the Army than trust a committee of this House, | 


or of any other House. lam opposed to the res- 
olution; | am opposed to an assumption of power 
over things with which we have nothing to do. 
The sooner we stop thatcourse of proceeding the 
better it will be for the country. 


Mr. EDWARDS. 


to me, as did the original resolution, to propose 
an inquiry of a very imperfect character. If I 
understand the resolution now before the House, 
it simply directs the return of the original resolu- 
tion, which was merely an inquiry of the Secre- 
tary of War whether any measures had been taken 
to determine on whom rested the responsibility 
of the defeat at the battle of Ball’s Bluff. It was 
truly said by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


Roscoe Conk.inc] that a reply that no mexsure | 
had been taken would have been a satisfactory || 
reply, or that a reply simply that some measure | 


had been taken would have been a satisfactory 
reply. But, sir, the reply was made, undoubtedly 
inadvertently, from a misunderstanding of the 
character of the question. Iam induced tosay this, 
because the whole responsibility of what the gen- 
tleman calls an evasion rests now on thecommand- 
ing general of the Army, General McClellan. It 
is there that the Secretary of War places it, stating 
that General McClellan had communicated to him 
that an investigation of that transaction at this 
time would be detrimental to the public service. 
Well, sir, if there wereanything in this resolu- 
tion which implies a censure on General McClel- 
lan, [ would withhold my vote from it, although 
every other member of the House should vote in 
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I take it for granted, Mr. Speaker, 





that | 
issue? It will be easy to decide that question. You | 


You | 


The time may be in the near future | 
when we may have to struggle to oceupy the po- || 


We have to trust somebody, || 


Mr. Speaker, I shall vote 
for the passage of this resolution; but still it seems | 








commanding general. My idea is that he must 


have misunderstood the communication made to | 
him by the Secretary of War. He could not have || 
| understood that he was simply asked whether any 


measure had been taken to ascertain on whom the 


were asked to be communicated; and if General 
McClellan so understood it, and believed that the 
interests of the public service required him to state 


that no measure had been taken, and no result | 


arrived at, which ought to be communicated to 
Congress, I hold that he was perfectly justified in 
assuming that position. He is intrusted with the 
command of all the forces of the United States, 


and on him rests the responsibility of a success- | 


ful issue in this greatcontest. And shall we allow 
him no discretion anywhere? Shall we say that 
he must disclose everything we chonse to inquire 


into, no matter what may be the effect of his dis- | 
{ hold that if General McClellan had | 
understood thoroughly the effect of the resolution | 


closures? 


of inquiry, and had believed it to be detrimental 
to the public interests to state who was responsi- 


| ble for the disaster at Ball’s Bluff, it was proper 
| for him to state so, and to withhold the informa- | 
| tion asked for. That would have been going fur- 
| ther than if he had merely failed to answer the 


question whether any measure to ascertain the 
facts had been taken or not, but still would, in my 


| judgment, have been justifiable. 


I make these remarks, Mr. Speaker, because I 
have seen with regret in this House, not merely 


| now, but on other occasions, a disposition to de- 
preciate the position of thecommandinggeneral. | | 
| feel that anything of that character is unjust, and | 
I feel that we must || 


impolitic to the last degree. 
place the most implicit confidence in him who now 
leads ourarmies, if we would come out of this con- 
test triumphantly, as we hope to come outof it. 
Let me advert, for a moment, to the difficulties 
under which General McClellan is resting. He 
has not only the immense responsibility of com- 
manding six hundred thousand men, but he has 


| also to provide against, as the events of the last | 


few days have disclosed, infidelity and treachery 
around him, which threaten to defeat the success 
of his best plans and arrangements. Being thus 


situated he is entitled, I think, to the confidence of 
| the House. Heisentitledtothat confidence which 


will strengthen his hand and cheer his heart, and 


enable him to summon up all that determination | 
and resolution which are necessary to bear us tri- | 


umphantly out of the contest. 
While, therefore, I justify the reply which Gen- 
eral McClellan has made, placing it on the House 


| whether it will make the investigation in any form 
| it chooses, I am willing to call on the Secretary 


of War to answer the question in such a way as 
the public interests may appear to him to require, 
and am willing to vote for the resolution simply 
for that purpose, and not as conveying any reflec- 
tion or implying any censure on the actions of the 
commanding general. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, although | 


the immediate subject presented to us in this mat- 
ter may not be worthy of much consideration on 
the part of the House, the principle involved in it 
is of infinite importance, and I think the House 


| cannot at too early a period make up a decided 


resolution and judgment on the principle involved. 
That general question is this: will the Heysce in- 
terfere in the conduct of the war and the manage- 
ment of the Army, by the investigation of trans- 
actions through itscommittees, which transactions 


| are in their nature and character purely military ? 


Have you the power to do so? Congress has 
power to declare war, to raise armies. What 


| further power in the matter does the Constitution 
| give to it? 


What power over the command and 
management of these armies has Congress? The 


President is the Commander-in-Chief. When you 


have declared war, announced its object, and raised 
armies, those armies pass under the command of 
the President of the United States, for the execu- 
tion of the purpose of Congress. 

Now what are we proposing here? A battle has 
been fought. A defeat has been sustained, in con- 
sequence,as some gentlemen think, of great blun- 


|| ders, want of skill, ignorance, or treachery on the 


the affirmative. But I do not see in the disclosures || part of the military men who conducted it. Itis 
made, or in the remarks of the gentleman from || proposed to have the matter investigated by a 
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| New York, eloquent as they have been, that they 
| furnish the basis for any implied censure on the 


_ committee of the House. Is not that extending 
| our jurisdiction beyond the constitutional limit? 


| Its Management. 


|| the line of military operations. 
| the lineof military jurisdiction. You throw every- 
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Can war be waged in such a way? Can the Pres- 
ident, as Commander-in-Chief, and charged with 
the conduct of the war, do his duty, or can his 
subordinate officers do their duty, if we, mere 


| civilians, not supposed to be acquainted with war 
blame of that disaster rested, but must have un- || 


|| derstood that the particular measures, ifany, taken | 


or strategy, sit here to exercise a hypercritical 
sort of jurisdiction over them by means of com- 
mittees? Certainly not; and, besides, I do not 
think we have that power. Butif lam wrong in 
that, Mr. Rpckitar, iouk not policy forbid such an 
interference? Can war be conducted on such a 
principle ? 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Roscor 
Conk inG] has given usa very animated picture 
of a scene of battle.- He has presented to us the 
wounded, the bleeding, and the dying. He has 
done it in a very eloquent strain, and has given 
us a clear description of that battle for the pur- 
pose of showing the want of skill manifested in 
: Such a description may well 
excite our feelings. Let us be careful not to al- 
low those feelings to lead us into improper meas- 
ures on our part. If wrong has been done, if 
want of skill has been exhibite@——or worse, a 
want of fidelity to the good cause—what is the 
remedy? Is it to be accomplished by the exercise 
of a civil jurisdiction, or is it to be investigated 


| and punished, if need be, by a military tribunal? 


That is the question. If by a military tribunal, 
then you have no right to interfere, and there is 
no policy in your interfering. You break in on 
You break in on 


thing into confusion. You take the business out 
of the hands of men supposed to be competent, 
and put it into the hands of men supposed not to 
be competent. Can this be wise or judicious? 
Can we go through with this war in such a way? 
If we allow ourselves to be frightened out of our 
propriety by the description of a battle scene, we 
are not fit for this war. No, sir. We may mourn 


| over our defeats, but we must be, as this war is, 


stern—stern to ourselves, stern in the perform- 
ance of our own duty, and leave to other branches 


| of the public service the performance of their 


duties or their responsibility to the proper tri- 
bunal. 

Begin in the way proposed here, and where will 
you stop? In the next battle that occurs, some 


| gentleman here who may have lost a friend, or 


whose State may have lost some brave men, will 
think he discovers some great want of skill, or 
some great military blunder. 

It does not receive, as he thinks, the proper 
attention or investigation by military men. How 
does he endeavor to supply the proper investiga- 
tion and information? By undertaking to raise a 
committee of this House to look into the matter 
—either a committee to investigate the matter 
themselves, or to coerce the military authorities 
to investigate it. One is just as bad as the other. 
You have no right to do one more than you have 
to do the other. 

Is not the President of the United States, the 
Commander-in-Chief, supposed to be as much 
disposed to perform his especial duty in relation 
to this war as we are? Is it not his business, as 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army, if anything 
has gone wrong in the conduct of the war, if there 
has been a want of fidelity or a want of skill in 
the management of our military men, to see that 


all proper investigation be made into the matter? 


There is some security in the manner in which 
these officers in command are commissioned. 
They have been selected by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate; and in accordance with the 
requirements of the Constitution they have been 
assigned to their respective duties. We under- 
take duties not assigned to us by the Constitution 
when we intermeddle in the duties properly_be- 
longing to the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment. Itisas much in violation of the powers 
conferred on us by the Constitution as if the Army 
were to come here and say _to us, ‘* Gentlemen, 
you do not understand your duty, you do not 
pass the laws you ought to pass;”’ as if they were 
to come here—colonels, captains, and lieutenants 
—and appoint committees to investigate the con- 
duct of this House. 

Now, sir, what must be the consequence of such 
action? There is no description of action of so 
much force as that in obedience to law and the 





